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INVESTIGATION  OF  INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT  AND  BUREAU  OF 

FORESTRY. 


WEDNESDAY,  JANXTABY  26,  1910. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate,  the 
Interior  Department  and  Forestry  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C.y  January  t6y  1910. 
The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department  and 
Forestry  Service  met  pursuant  to  adjournment  at  2.30  p.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Nelson   (chairman),  Flint,  Sutherland,  Boot, 
Fletcher,  and  Paynter;  Representatives  McCall,  Olmsted,  Denby, 
Madison,  James,  and  Graham;  also  Mr.  Louis  D.  Brandeis  and  Mr. 
Joseph  P.  Cotton,  attorneys,  representing  Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavis. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  the  following  joint  resolution : 

[Public  Resolution — No.  9.] 

« 

[H.  J.  Res.  103.] 

JOINT  RESOLUTION  Authorizing  an  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
and  its  several  bureaus,  officers,  and  employees,  and  of  the  Bureau  of  Forestry,  In  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  and  its  officers  and  employees. 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  a  joint  committee  of  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress is  hereby  created,  to  be  composed  of  six  Members  of  the  Senate,  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  thereof,  and  six  Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, to  be  elected  by  that  body.  Any  vacancy  occurring  on  the  committee  shall 
be  filled  in  the  same  manner  as  the  original  appointment.  The  said  committee 
Is  hereby  empowered  and  directed  to  make  a  thorough  and  complete  investiga- 
tion of  the  administration,  action,  and  conduct  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
and  its  several  bureaus,  officers,  and  employees,  and  of  the  Bureau  of  Forestry, 
In  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and  its  officers  and  employees,  touching,  relat- 
ing to,  or  bearing  upon  the  reclamation,  conservation,  management,  and  disposal 
of  the  lands  of  the  United  States,  or  any  lands  held  in  trust  by  the  United  States 
for  any  purpose,  including  all  the  resources  and  appurtenances  of  such  lands, 
and  said  committee  is  authorized  and  empowered  to  make  any  further  investi- 
gation touching  said  Interior  Department,  its  bureaus,  officers,  and  employees, 
and  of  said  Bureau  of  Forestry,  its  officers  and  employees,  as  it  may  deem  de- 
sirable. Said  committee  or  any  subcommittee  thereof  is  hereby  empowered  to 
sit  and  act  during  the  session  or  recess  of  Congress,  or  of  either  House  thereof ; 
to  require  by  subpoena,  or  otherwise,  the  attendance  of  witnesses  and  the  pro- 
duction of  books,  documents,  and  papers;  to  take  the  testimony  of  witnesses 
under  oath;  to  obtain  documents,  papers,  and  other  information  from  the 
several  departments  of  the  Government,  or  any  bureau  thereof;  to  employ 
stenographers  to  take  and  make  a  record  of  all  evidence  taken  and  received  by 
the  committee,  and  to  keep  a  record  of  its  proceedings ;  to  have  such  evidence, 
record,  and  other  matter  required  by  the  committee  printed  and  suitably  bound ; 
and  to  employ  such  assistance  as  may  be  deemed  necessary.  The  chairman  of 
the  committee,  or  any  member  thereof,  may  administer  oaths  to  witnesses.  Snb- 
pcenas  for  witnesses  shall  be  issued  under  the  signature  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  or  the  chairman  of  any  subcommittee  thereof.  And  in  case  of  dis- 
obedience to  a  subpoena  this  committee  may  invoke  the  aid  of  any  court  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  of  the  Territories  thereof  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
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or  the  district  of  Alaska,  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  which  any  Inquiry  may  be 
carried  on  by  said  committee  in  requiring  the  attendance  and  testimony  of  wit- 
nesses and  the  production  of  books,  papers,  and  documents  under  the  provisions 
of  this  resolution.  And  any  such  court  within  the  jurisdiction  of  which  the  in- 
quiry under  this  resolution  is  being  carried  on  may,  In  case  of  contumacy  or  re- 
fusal to  obey  a  subpoena  issued  to  any  person  under  authority  of  this  resolution, 
issue  an  order  requiring  such  person  to  appear  before  said  committee  and  pro- 
duce books  and  papers  if  so  ordered  and  give  evidence  touching  the  matter  in 
question,  and  any  failure  to  obey  such  order  of  the  court  may  be  punished  by 
such  court  as  a  contempt  thereof.  The  claim  that  any  such  testimony  or  evi- 
dence may  tend  to  criminate  the  person  giving  such  evidence  shall  not  excuse 
such  witness  from  testifying,  but  such  evidence  or  testimony  shall  not  be  used 
against  such  person  on  the  trial  of  any  criminal  proceeding  except  In  prosecution 
for  perjury  committed  in  giving  such  testimony.  In  addition  to  being  subject 
to  punishment  for  contempt,  as  hereinbefore  provided,  every  person  who,  having 
been  summoned  as  a  witness  by  authority  of  said  committee,  or  any  subcommit- 
tee thereof,  willfully  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to  answer 
any  question  pertinent  to  the  investigation  herein  authorized,  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of 
not  more  than  one  thousand  dollars  nor  less  than  one  hundred  dollars,  and  im- 
prisonment in  a  common  jail  for  not  more  than  one  year  nor  less  than  one 
month. 

Any  official,  or  ex-official,  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  or  of  the  Bureau 
of  Forestry,  In  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  whose  official  conduct  is  in  ques- 
tion, may  appear  and  be  heard  before  the  said  joint  committee  or  any  subcom- 
mittee thereof,  in  person  or  by  counsel. 

All  hearings  by  and  before  said  joint  committee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof 
shall  be  open  to  the  public.  The  said  joint  committee  shall  conclude  its  investi- 
gation and  report  to  this  Congress  all  the  evidence  taken  and  received  and  their 
findings  and  conclusions  thereon.  The  sum  of  twenty-five  thousand  dollars,  or 
so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  pay  the  necessary  expenses  of 
said  joint  committee,  the  said  sum  to  be  disbursed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  upon  vouchers  to  be  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Approved,  January  19,  1910. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  come  to  order,  and  the  secre- 
tary will  call  the  roll. 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Hicks)  called  the  roll,  and  the  chair  announced 
that  there  was  a  quorum  present. 

The  Chairman.  Is  Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis  in  the  room? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  be  glad  to  hear  you  make  any 
statement  that  you  desire  to  make. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  here  yesterday  ready  to  proceed. 
I  have  brought  my  attorneys  here,  and  I  think  that  if  they  will  be 
allowed  to  examine  me  that  the  testimony  would  proceed  more 
rapidly. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  ready  to  proceed  to  testify? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well.  If  the  committee  has  no  objection  to 
that  course,  we  will  have  your  testimony  taken  and  your  attorney  can 
examine  you  in  chief. 

Mr.  McCall.  I  understand  that  Mr.  Louis  D.  Brandeis  is  your 
counsel. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  counsel  for  Mr.  Glavis,  with  J.  P.  Cotton,  jr., 
of  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  statement  that  you  desire  to  make 
before  we  proceed? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  that  would  hardly  be  necessary,  Mr.  Chair- 
man.   We  desire  to  bring  out  the  facts  at  the  least  expenditure  of 
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The  Chairman.  I  do  not  know  what  you  desire  to  outline  to  the 
committee,  or  what  you  intend  to  produce. 

Mr.  Brandeib.  I  think  that  perhaps  that  would  be  taking  the  time 
unnecessarily  now,  and  the  time  which  would  otherwise  be  required 
can  be  spent  to  better  advantage  in  calling  attention  to  the  committee, 
as  the  evidence  goes  on,  to  certain  facts  and  documents  which  do  not 
appear  here,  from  the  witness's  own  statement 

The  Chairman.  Very  well. 

TESTIMONY  07  LOTTIS  B.  GLAVIS. 

Loins  R.  Glavis,  having  been  first  duly  sworn  by  the  chairman, 
testified  as  follows: 

The  Chairman.  Before  you  proceed,  Mr.  Brandeis,  I  would  like 
to  ask  Mr.  Glavis  a  few  preliminary  questions. 

I  would  like  to  have  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  go  on  and  state  in  your  own 
way  what,  if  anything,  has  been  amiss  in  the  administration  of 
our  public-land  laws  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  or  in  any 
branch  of  it. 

Mr.  Glavib.  It  is  very  hard  to  make  a  brief  answer  to  that.  In 
fact,  my  whole  statement  would  perhaps  cover  that  better  than  I 
could  answer  that  in  a  few  words.  In  fact,  there  are  so  many  things 
relating  to  my  investigations  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases  that  it  will  be 
impossible  to  answer  that  in  a  few  words. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  if  you  desire  to  refer  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases, 
you  may  proceed  and  state  from  the  beginning  your  connection  with 
those  coal  cases,  what  you  know  about  them,  and  what  has  been  done 
by  you,  or  any  official  of  the  Interior  Department,  so  far  as  you 
know  with  reference  to  that  matter. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  in  the  beginning  it.  would  perhaps  be  best  to 
start  in  a  little  before  I  became  acquainted  with  the  Alaska  coal 
cases.  During  the  spring  of  1907 — I  think  it  was  March,  1907 — I 
was  working  on  the  Wilson  Coal  Company  cases,  in  the  State  of 
Washington.  That  was  to  set  aside  a  couple  of  patents  and  cancel 
four  or  five  coal  filings.    During  that  investigation  I 

The  Chairman.  That  was  in  the  State  of  Washington,  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  in  the  State  of  Washington,  at  Seattle; 
yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Where  were  those  coal  lands  that  you  refer  tot 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  in  the  western  part  of  Washington.  Dur- 
ing my  investigation  of  that  case,  Mr.  Henry  M.  Hovt,  who  was 
assistant  United  States  attorney  at  Seattle,  and  myself  secured  a 
statement  of  a  man  by  the  name  of  Watson  Allen,  of  Seattle,  in  which 
he  admitted  that  he  was  considering  purchasing  the  Wilson  Coal 
Company's  properties,  and  went  to  his  attorney  in  Seattle,  who  was 
Mr.  K.  A.  Balhnger  at  that  time,  and  consulted  him  as  to  the  advis- 
ability of  securing  an  option  on  the  purchase  of  this  property. 

The  Chairman.  Whose  property  was  that?  You  said  Wilson's 
property. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  the  Wilson  Coal  Company. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  that  property  located  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  located  in  Lewis  County,  Wash. 

The  Chairman.  It  did  not  pertain  to  these  Alaska  coal  fields, 
did  it? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  it  is  really  leading  up  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases; 
that  is  why  I  mentioned  it.  He  went  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  and,  as  we 
were  out  01  his  confidence,  an  escrow  agreement  was  drawn  up  which 
would  give  Mr.  Allen  a  right  to  purchase  this  property  after  the  title 
had  been  secured.  The  patent  had  issued  on  two  of  them,  and  the 
other  filings  had  not  been  patented  or  completed. 

The  Chairman.  Had  they  been  proved  up  and  receipt  issued  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  had  not  been  proved  up. 

The  Chairman.  And  no  receipt  had  been  issued? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  Those  agreements  and  the  deed  to  the  prop- 
erty were  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Ballinger.  Of  course,  you 
know,  as  the  four  claims  had  not  been  proved  up,  perjury  would 
have  to  be  committed  in  order  to  secure  patents  for  those  lands,  the 
proof  requiring  them  to  swear  that  at  the  time  they  make  proof  you 
get  a  cash  certificate  that  they  take  it  in  their  own  interest  and  for 
their  own  use  and  benefit. 

The  Chairman.  In  these  cases  that  you  refer  to,  had  they  assigned, 
or  attempted  to  assign,  their  interest  to  anybody  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  was  in  1901,  the  f^ll  of  1901,  or  1902, 
when  this  took  place. 

The  Chairman.  One  moment.  If  those  four  men  that  you  refer 
to — who  had  not  proved  up  their  claims  at  that  time — had  made  no 
assignment  or  agreement  to  assign  their  interest  in  those  claims,  they 
could  not  very  well  have  perpetrated  any  fraud  up  to  that  time  in 
that  matter,  could  they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  for  they  were  being  represented,  being  han- 
dled, by  this  company.  They  were  practically  dummies  for  the 
company. 

The  Chairman.  Had  they  assigned  their  interest  to  the  company  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  they  could  not  assign  lawfully. 

The  Chairman.  Had  they  attempted  to  assign  it?  * 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  there  was  no  evidence  that  they  had,  but  they 
acted  entirely  on  what  the  company  wanted  them  to  do. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  those  men  or  confer  with  any  of 
them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  The  matter  is  all  of  record  evidence  now 
in  the  United  States  court  at  Tacoma,  Wash.  They  have  taken  all 
the  testimony,  and  the  case  is  now  awaiting  decision  by  the  United 
States  judge  at  Tacoma. 

The  Chairman.  In  these  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  those  two  cases. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  give  the  title  of  the  case  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  United  States  v.  The  Wilson  Coal  Company, 
The  Sterling  Coal  Company,  and  Helen  Pack  Wilson  and  others. 
It  is  in  the  western  judicial  district  of  the  State  of  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Were  those  three  different  suits,  or  were  they  all 
merged  into  one  suit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  setting  aside  patents  it  was  a  different  suit  as  to 
each  person. 

The  Chairman.  A  different  suit  as  to  each  patent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  each  claimant? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Each  claimant,  but  those  different  people  were  named 
as  defendants  in  each  of  the  two  suits.    There  are  only  two  suits  in 
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the  United  States  court.  Patents  in  the  other  cases  had  not  issued, 
and  proceedings  would  naturally  be  instituted  before  the  Land  Office 
in  the  other  cases. 

The  Chairman.  Those  are  suits  brought  to  set  aside  the  patents, 
are  they? 

Mr.  Glavib.  Yes,  sir.  In  the  testimony  of  Watson  Allen  you  will 
find  the  name  of  his  attorney  left  out.  That  was  by  stipulation.  Mr. 
Ballinger's  name  does  not  appear;  it  is  only  by  his  attorney.  I 
merely  give  that  explanation  in  order  that  in  examining  that  testi- 
mony  

The  Chairman.  Did  he  appear  in  court  in  those  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  aid  not  appear  in  court  at  all.  He  was 
never  consulted 

The  Chairman.  What  connection,  if  any,  did  he  have  with  the 
cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  According  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Watson  Allen,  Mr. 
Allen  went  to  him  and  asked  his  advise  concerning  this  matter,  and  he 
drew  this  escrow  agreement  and  prepared  the  deeds,  the  deeds  to  be 
delivered  and 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  do  anything  more  than  draw  up  this 
escrow  agreement  that  you  speak  of? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  gave  the  deeds  and  the  escrow  agreement  back  to 
the  coal  claimants  at  a  later  day.    That  was  all. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  hold  the  escrow  papers  himself? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Hoyt  and  I  went  over  to  his  office  after 
securing  that  statement  in  order  to  try  to  get  a  copy  of  the  escrow 
agreement,  because  that  would  have  been  material  in  our  evidence  in 
the  United  States  court,  showing  that  these  people  had  attempted  to 
transfer  their  rights,  and  in  fact  parted  with  their  title  before 
securing  title  from  the  Government,  but  they  were  unable  to  give  us 
the  copy. 

The  Chairman.  At  what  time  was  this? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  either  in  March  or  April,  1907.  I  am  not 
quite  clear  as  to  which  month  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  With  the  permission  of  the  chairman,  I  would  like 
to  ask  two  or  three  questions  just  to  ascertain  the  course  of  events 
and  to  get  them  fixed  in  my  own  mind.  Mr.  Glavis,  where  do  you 
reside? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  reside  at  White  Salmon,  Wash.  I  live  at  Portland 
a  good  deal  of  the  time. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  is  your  occupation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  at  present  in  the  fruit  business. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Where? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  a  little  orchard  up  there  in  White  Salmon, 
Wash. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  inferred  from  what  you  stated  that  you  are,  or 
have  been,  in  the  government  service. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;   I  have  been. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  When? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  have  been  in  the  land  office  since  September, 
1902,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  months  during  January,  February, 
and  March,  1904,  when  I  was  not  in  the  service. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  were  not  in  the  service  at  that  time? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  was  an  examiner  of  the  Chippewa  Indian 
Reservation  in  Minnesota,  and  I  returned  to  Washington  in  Decem- 
ber, 1903,  and  did  not  enter  the  service  again  until  about  March 
or  April,  1904,  when  I  was  appointed  special  agent  of  the  General 
Land  Office. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  And  you  left  the  government  service  when  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  September,  1909. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  want  to  ask  you  this  question  so  that  I  and  all  of 
us  can  have  a  correct  understanding  of  the  matter.  You  have  men- 
tioned the  name  of  Mr.  Ballinger  in  connection  with  the  Allen 
claims;  did  you  call  it  "  the  Allen  claims?  " 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  case  is  known  as  the  Wilson  Coal  Company  case — 
the  United  States  v.  The  Wilson  Coal  Company. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  In  what  year  was  it  that  you  had  that  conversation 
with  Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  With  Mr.  Allen,  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  Olmsted.  With  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  stated  that  he  drew  a  paper. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  he  drew  a  paper. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  in  1902,  or  1901 ;  I  do  not  recollect. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  official  position,  if  any,  did  he  hold  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  had  none  whatever. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Can  you  tell  us  when  Mr.  Ballinger  first  entered  the 
government  service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  became  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office  on  March  4,  1907. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  When  did  he  retire  from  that  office  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  March  4,  1908. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Then  he  was  appointed  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
when? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  March  4,  1909. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  But  at  this  time  of  which  you  have  spoken  he  was 
not  in  the  government  service. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  you  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  will  ask  you  to  explain  what  the  con- 
nection of  Mr.  Ballinger  was  with  those  claims  as  to  which  Allen  gave 
his  deposition. 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  attorney  for  Watson  Allen  in  preparing  the  deeds 
and  drawing  the  escrow  agreement. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  those  deeds  were  deeds  representing  coal  claims 
which  had  been  located,  but  for  which  no  entries  or  no  application 
for  patent  had  been  made. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  the  cash  certificate  had  not  been  issued. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  why  did  you  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  those  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  shows  that  those  claims  were  unlawful  at^the 
time  they  were  prepared;  that  they  were  agreements  entered  into 
between  entrymen  who  had  not  yet  provided  to  make  such  agreements. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  whv  did  thev  not? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Because  at  the  time  the  cash  certificate  issues  they 
make  affidavit  that  they  take  the  land  for  their  own  use  and  benefit, 
and  not  in  the  interest  of  any  other  person. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then,  at  the  time  these  cash  certificates  were  issued 
if,  under  this  agreement  which  had  been  prepared,  the  claimants  had 
made  the  oath  it  would  have  been  perjury. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  you  have  stated  that  in  the  deposition  which 
has  been  filed  in  this  case,  the  name  of  Mr.  Ballinger  does  not  appear, 
but  instead  of  that  it  is  simply  referred  to  as  "  counsel." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Is  there  any  other  paper  relating  to  this  transaction 
in  which  Mr.  Ballinger's  name  does  appear  as  the  counsel  through 
whom  the  transaction  was  arranged  and  with  whom  the  deeds  were 
left  in  escrow? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  when  Mr.  Hoyt  and  I  examined  Watson 
Allen  I  brought  over  a  stenographer  to  Mr.  Hoyt's  office  and  we  took 
down  his  statement,  questions  and  answers,  and  that  was  afterwards 
written  up.    That  statement  is  in  the  United  States  attorney's  office. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  signed  by  Mr.  Allen  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  it  was  dictated.  It  was  just  taken  down ;  it 
was  not  signed  at  that  time.  In  fact,  it  was  never  signed,  but  in  his 
testimony  before  the  referee,  before  whom  this  testimony  was  taken, 
Ballinger's  name  was  given,  but  it  was  not  written  up  by  stipulation 
and  consent  of  counsel. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Who  was  the  counsel  for  the  Government  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Henry  M.  Hoyt. 

The  Chairman.  The  present  attorney-general  of  Porto  Rico  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Mr.  Hoyt  present  when  this  statement  was 
made  bv  Mr.  Allen,  in  which  Mr.  Ballinger's  name  appears  as  the 
counsel? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  he  also  went  to  Mr.  Ballinger's  law 
office  with  me  when  we  endeavored  to  get  a  copy  of  this  escrow  agree- 
ment. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Is  this  transaction  which  you  have  now  recited  the 
transaction,  or  one  of  the  transactions,  on  which  the  proceedings  to 
set  aside  the  patent  as  fraudulent  and  to  rescind  the  applications,  or 
cancel  the  applications,  is  based? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir;  one  of  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  desire,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  a  copy  of  that  state- 
ment in  the  Land  Office,  to  which  Mr.  Glavis  has  referred,  and  of  the 
deposition,  be  procured,  in  order  that  it  may  be  submitted  to  the 
committee. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  that  will  be  done. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  At  the  time  when  this  deposition  was  taken,  and 
also  at  the  time  when  the  statement  was  made  in  which  Mr.  Bal- 
linger's name  appears,  Mr.  Ballinger  was  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Land  Office,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  after  that  time 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  see  if  I  understand  this  matter.  At  the 
time  you  took  down  this  statement,  did  you  take  down  the  statement 
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of  Mr.  Allen  at  the  time  you  took  this  down  and  transcribe  it,  or  was 
that  the  time  you  went  to  Mr.  Ballinger's  office  to  get  a  copy  of  the 
agreement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  we  went  that  same  afternoon  to  Mr.  Bal- 
linger's office. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  was  before  he  was  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  was  Commissioner  of  the'  General  Land 
Office. 

The  Chairman.  At  the  time  you  took  that  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  saw  him  personally 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  was  in  Washington.  We  saw  one  of  his 
partners  in  the  law  firm  there ;  I  do  not  know  which  one  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  see  Mr.  Ballinger,  then,  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  was  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  it  was  a  later  time,  some  six  months  after- 
wards, or  about  it,  that  the  deposition  was  taken  from  which  Mr. 
Ballinger's  name  was  omitted? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  about  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  when,  Mr.  Glavis,  did  you  first  have  anything 
specific  to  do,  or  did  any  facts  come  to  your  knowledge  with  reference 
to  the  Alaska  coal  claim  ? 

Senator  Sutherland.  Before  you  pass  from  that,  let  we  ask  you 
why  was  Mr.  Ballinger's  name  omitted  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  answer  that.  I  do  not 
know  just  what  the  reason  was. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Was  anything  said  about  its  being  omitted 
at  the  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  when  I  was  there. 

Senator  Sutherland.  You  said  in  the  beginning  that  there  was 
some  stipulation  about  it.    What  was  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  a  stipulation  between  counsel  for  the  Gov- 
ernment and  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  his  name  would  not  ap- 
pear; that  the  testimony  would  merely  read  Mr.  Allen's  attorney, 
instead  of  who  his  attorney  was. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Was  it  a  written  stipulation  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.    I  am  not  sure. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Did  you  hear  the  stipulation  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  it  was  not  made  when  I  was  there. 

Senator  Sutherland.  How  do  you  know  that  it  was  made  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  know  it  from  having  talked  about  it. 

Senator  Sutherland.  With  whom? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  talked  with  P.  C.  Richardson;  he  was  one  of  our 
witnesses  and  he  was  there  all  the  time.  He  was  the  person  who  told 
me  about  it. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Did  he  claim  to  be  present  when  the  stipu- 
lation was  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  just  whether  or  not  he  was  present  I  could  not 
say. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Did  he  claim  to  be? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recall  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Senator  Sutherland.  How  did  he  claim  to  know  about  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Just  as  a  man  knows  about  things  generally.  I  did 
not  question  him  very  thoroughly  as  to  how  he  knew  about  it. 
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Senator  Sutherland.  He  made  the  statement  to  you,  did  he,  that 
there  had  been  a  stimulation? 

Mr.  Glavib.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  And  that  Ballinger's  name  had  been 
omitted? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  stipulation. 

Senator  Sutherland.  But  he  made  no  statement  to  you  as  to  how 
he  knew  that  fact?    . 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  did  not  say  who  told  him,  or  whether  he 
heard  it. 

Senator  Sutherland.  But  you  have  no  idea  as  to  how  he  knew  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  except  that  he  attended  all  the  hearings  and 
would  practically  know. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Where  is  Richardson  now? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  in  Seattle^Wash. 

Senator  Paynter.  Where  is  Watson  Allen  now  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  in  Seattle.    His  office  is  in  New  York  Block. 

Senator  Paynter.  What  was  the  date  of  your  visit  to  Mr.  Ballin- 
ger's  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  either  March  or  April,  1907. 

Senator  Paynter.  What  is  supposed  to  be  the  date  of  this  stipula- 
tion to  which  you  have  referred  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  some  time  during  the  taking  of  that  testi- 
mony, and  the  taking  of  the  testimony  in  those  cases  extended  over  a 
period  of  probably  four  or  five  months.  They  would  take  testimony 
one  day,  or  for  two  or  three  days,  and  then  they  would  not  take  any 
more  for  probably  two  or  three  weeks,  as  they  do  in  these  civil  suits. 
The  attorneys  would  be  busy.  I  do  not  know  just  when  Watson 
Allen  appeared. 

Mr.  James.  You  say  he  was  referred  to  as  attorney  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  The  records  in  the  whole  case  would  show 
all  of  that. 

Mr.  James.  Is  it  usual  to  withhold  the  name  and  just  refer  to  coun- 
sel as  attorney? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  it  is.  But  it  was  not  material 
in  our  case  as  to  who  his  attorney  was. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Who  was  the  United  States  attorney  who  acted  in 
that  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Hoyt,  and  Mr.  P.  C.  Sullivan  was  United  States 
attorney.    Mr.  Hoyt  was  his  assistant. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  in  this  case  P.  C.  Sullivan  and  Mr.  Hoyt  were 
the  counsel  who  acted  for  the  Government,  and  whatever  stipulation 
was  made  was  made  by  one  or  both  of  those  two  gentlemen? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  the  fact  that  in  the  original  statement  Mr. 
Ballinger's  name  appears,  and  that  in  a  subsequent  deposition,  based 
upon  that  statement,  Mr.  Ballinger's  name  is  omitted,  and  a  general 
designation  of  counsel  is  inserted,  will  appear  by  a  comparison  with 
the  two  documents. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  Mr.  Ballinger  do  you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  at  present. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  I  would  like  jrou  to  state  in  chron- 
ological order  what  the  next,  or  the  first  fact  specifically  bearing  upon 
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the  Alaska  coal  cases,  and  frauds  in  connection  with  them  were  that 
came  to  your  attention. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Some  time  during  June,  1907, 1  assisted  Mr.  Hoyt  on 
an  investigation  of  another  coal  case 

The  Chairman.  Before  you  get  to  that,  let  me  ask  you  some  pre- 
liminary questions.    Where  are  these  coal  lands  in  Alaska  located? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  southwestern  portion  of  Alaska. 

The  Chairman.  Back  of  Katalla? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Some  of  them  are  back  of  Katalla,  and  some  are  near 
Matanuska,  all  that  is  farther  west 

The  Chairman.  Then  these  Cunningham  claims  are  back  of  Kat- 
alla on  Bering  Strait,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  many  of  those  claims  are  there  in  all  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  the  Cunningham  claims? 

The  Chairman.  No;  all  of  those  Alaskan  claims. 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  both  fields,  I  suppose  you  mean. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  both  the  Matanuska  and  the  Katalla. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Approximately  900. 

The  Chairman.  How  many — I  will  call  it  short — Katalla  fields 
are  there  back  of  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Approximately,  four  or  five  hundred. 

The  Chairman.  Those  claims  are  considered  or  talked  about  in 
groups,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  are  those  groups? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Back  of  Katalla? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  there  is  the  Cunningham  group  and  the  Hunt 
group 

The  Chairman.  In  the  Cunningham  group,  how  many  claims  are 
there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  are  33. 

The  Chairman.  And  how  much  in  each  claim,  a  auarter  section? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Approximately  a  quarter  section.  Perhaps  all  of 
those  are  160-acre  claims.  There  is  a  "  parchment  reef,"  I  will  call 
it,  of  5,200  acres  in  the  Cunningham  group. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  what  other  groups  are  there  in  the  Katalla 
district? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  is  the  Hunt  group 

The  Chairman.  How  many  in  that  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  there  are  12  claims  in  that  group. 

The  Chairman.  Of  about  a  quarter  section  eacn? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  are  some  fractions  in  that  group,  I  do  not  know 
how  many.    I  do  notjust  know  what  the  acreage  is  in  there. 

The  Chairman.  What  other  groups  are  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  is  the  Green  croup. 

The  Chairman.  How  many  are  there  in  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  78, 1  believe. 

The  Chairman.  What  other  groups  are  there  in  the  Katalla  dis- 
trict? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  is  the  Doughton  group 

The  Chairman.  How  many  in  that! 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  how  many  there  are  in  that.  Then 
there  is  the  Dunn  group,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  How  many  are  there  in  that  group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember  the  number. 

The  Chairman.  Are  those  all  the  groups  you  can  recall? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  there  is  the  Brown  and  the  Stracey  groups. 
There  are  about  83  in  the  Stracey  group. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  a  list  here  in  this  volume,  Mr.  Chairman, 
from  which  I  think  Mr.  Glavis  can  answer  these  questions. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well ;  if  you  prefer,  you  can  put  that  list  in 
the  record,  if  there  is  no  objection  by  the  committee.  That  will  save 
time.    On  what  page  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  on  pages  273  and  274. 

(The  list  referred  to  is  as  follows :) 


Group : 

Brown 

Bu  shn  ell 

Christopher . 
Dickerman  — 
Dough  ten  __. 


Filings 
Involved. 

52 
23 
35 
6 
39 


Dunn. 


40  I 


Group : 

Letcher 

McAlplne  _ 
Mackey—  _ 
SimmondB. 
Stracey 


Watson . 


Filings 
Involved. 

4 
92 

ee 

34 
35 
39 


Mr.  Glavis.  Then  there  are  some  on  page  274,  but  among  these  are 
those  which  are  in  the  Matanuska  field.    I  can  segregate  these: 
(The  list  on  page  274  is  as  follows:) 


Filings 

Filings 

Group: 

Involved. 

Group : 

Involved. 

Flint 

2 

Hunt 

12 

Harkrader 

4 

Jeter 

10 

Krepting 

2 

Kelley 

37 

Runnells 

3 

McHenry 

8 

Walsh 

2 

Miscellaneous 

24 

Wrarddell 

4 

Morrow 

4 

White 

4 

Rathbone 

5 

Barrett 

5 

Smith 

20 

Ohezum 

12 

Stracey 

43 

Cunningham 

33 

Thurston 

8 

Feed 

8 

Wells 

12 

Foster 

31 

Watson 

25 

Green 

73 

Willoughby 

28 

Hartline 

16 

Young 

20 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  can  segregate  these  if  necessary. 

The  Chairman.  Approximately  what  proportion  of  the  nine  hun- 
dred and  odd  are  in  tne  Katalla  field,  and  how  many  in  the  Mata- 
nuska field? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  an  approximate  estimate,  I  would  say  about  500 
in  the  Katalla  and  about  400  in  the  Matanuska,  but  that  is  only  ap- 
proximate. I  would  not  be  able  to  say  whether  that  is  very  accurate 
or  not ;  I  have  never  segregated  them. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  investigate  the  Matanuska  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  many  of  those  claims  had  been  proved  up 
before  you  proceeded  to  investigate  them — I  mean  proved  up  and 
receipt  issued  in  the  local  land  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  all  the  Cunningham  claims,  I  think,  had  been 
proved  up  and 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


12       INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY. 

The  Chairman.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  most  of  those  locations  were 
made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  are  a  few  more,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  think 
had  been  proved  up  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Had  any  been  proved  up  in  the  Matanuska  field  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  not  positive  of  that,  but  there  were  some  more 
proved  up  in  the  Katalla  field  at  that  time ;  but  just  which  ones  they 
were  I  do  not  know.  There  is  a  mar  named  Arnold  in  Seattle;  he 
is  the  president  or  vice-president  of  tke  national  bank  there.  I  know 
he  had  proved  up,  but  he  had  not  got  his  cash  certificate. 

The  Chairman.  Coming  down  to  this  group  of  Cunningham 
claims — 33— what  time  were  those  locations  originally  made  and 
staked  out  and  entry  filed  in  the  recorder's  office  or  the  district  land 
office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  filing  of  those  in  the  Cunningham  group  was  not 
made,  I  do  not  think,  until  1904  or  1905. 

The  Chairman.  Those  that  had  been  proved  up  in  the  Juneau 
office — you  know  what  I  mean  by  "  proved  up?  " 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  understand. 

The  Chairman.  At  what  time  were  they  proved  up,  approxi- 
mately? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  1906,  I  think— I  think  it  was  the  fall  of  1906. 
The  papers  would  show  exactly,  but  I  have  not  got  them. 

The  Chairman.  And  it  was  after  that  proving  up  that  the  order 
of  withdrawal  was  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  the 
President,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  that,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  the  record  shows  that  it  was  in  1907 — be- 
tween February  and  October ;  most  of  it  in  the  spring  of  1907. 

The  Chairman.  That  the  withdrawal  was  made? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  the  payment  was  made.  No;  the  withdrawal 
was  made  in  1906. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  in  1907  that  the  proof  and  payment  were 
made? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  mostly  in  the  spring — some  few  in  the 
fall. 

The  Chairman.  And  it  was  after  that  time,  in  the  same  year,  that 
the  order  of  withdrawal  was  made,  withdrawing  the  land  from  sale 
and  entry? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  withdrawal  had  been  made  in  1906.  That  was 
made  in  November,  modified  in  December,  and  again  modified  in 
January ;  and  these  payments,  I  think,  were  all  made  subsequent  to 
the  final  modification  of  the  withdrawal. 

The  Chairman.  But  the  locations,  Mr.  Glavis,  had  all  been  initi- 
ated prior  to  the  withdrawal,  had  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir — of  nearly  all  the  filings  now  made ;  in  fact, 
they  could  not  make  filings  unless  they  had. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  proceed,  Mr.  Branded.        \  , 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Glavis,  will  you  explain  what  is  meant  by  a 
group,  and  why  these  claims  are  spoken  of  in  groups? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  designated  them  that  way  because  a  certain  num- 
ber of  claims  were  represented,  each  one  by  agents  or  the  giving  of 
powers  of  attorney,  to  locate,  and  under  their  names  we  called  them 
as  "  groups." 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  And  this  so-called  ''Cunningham  group"  of  33 
claims  were  claims  that  were  located  through  Clarence  Cunningham 
as  attorney  for  the  several  persons,  each  a  different  person  named  in 
the  33  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir — well,  not  at  the  time  they  were  located. 
They  were  not  all  Cunningham;  he  had  not  got  them.  He  did  not 
have  powers  of  attorney  for  all  33  people  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  At  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  .sir ;  but  afterwards,  by  the  time  filings  were  made, 
he  had. 

The  Chairman.  At  the  time  the  original  locations  were  made  he 
did  not  have  the  power  of  attorney  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  not  when  the  first  locations  were  made. 

The  Chairman.  For  not  any  of  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  for  some  of  them;  but  the  evidence  in 
that  case  shows  that  there  were  two  or  three  claims,  I  think,  carried 
by  one  man  for  quite  a  while — when  they  got  somebody  to  locate  and 
file  on  it — and  he  turned  them  over  to  him. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  will  you  go  on  and  state  what  you 
were  about  to  state  that  occurred  in  May  or  June,  1907,  in  regard  to 
the  Alaska  coal  claim? 

Mr.  Glavis.  While  in  Seattle,  Wash.,  assisting  United  States  At- 
torney Hoyt  in  the  prosecution  of  another  coal  case  involving  about 
5,000  acres  in  western  Washington 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  is  the  title  of  that  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  case — a  news- 
paper man  came  into  the  office  of  the  United  States  attorney  and 
Mr.  Hoyt  introduced  me  to  him.  He  had  a  complaint  to  make  about 
the  fraudulent  methods  by  which  prominent  people  in  Seattle  were 
endeavoring  to  secure  title  to  coal  lands  in  Alaska.  At  that  time  I 
had  nothing  to  do  with  Alaska,  but  he  told  me  what  he  knew,  and  I 
told  him  to  take  the  matter  up  with  a  special  agent — I  think  it  was 
H.  K.  Love,  in  Juneau,  Alaska.  I  told  him  to  lay  the  matter  before 
him,  and  he  would  probably  investigate  it.  That  was  my  first 
knowledge,  I  think,  with  regard  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  this  gentleman  who  told  you  this? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  a  newspaper  reporter  on  the  Seattle  Star. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  give  us  his  name? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  can  not  recall  it  right  now,  but  I  could  look 
up  some  papers  I  have,  and  I  think  I  could  give  you  his  name.  Any- 
way, you  can  locate  him  by  the  fact  that  in  May  or  April  of  that 
year  that  newspaper,  the  Seattle  Star,  had  quite  a  newspaper  account 
about  some  Alaska  coal-land  frauds,  and  he  is  the  man  who  wrote  the 
article  and  came  to  ma 

The  Chairman.  You  may  hunt  that  name  up  and  give  it  to  the 
stenographer  and  have  it  inserted  in  your  remarks. 

Mr.  Madison,.  , What  official  position  did  you  hold  at  that  time 
when  this  newspaper  man  talked  to  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  a  special  agent — no;  I  was  Chief  of  the  Field 
Division,  then,  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Of  what  division? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  charge  of  California  and  Nevada  at  that  time. 
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The  Chairman.  What  did  you  call  the  division  ? 

Mr,  Glavis.  Chief  of  the  Field  Division. 

^  The  Chairman.  Will  you  describe  what  the  duties  of  that  divi- 
sion are? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Chief  of  the  Field  Division  has  charge  of  the 
work  in  the  territory  embraced  in  his  division. 

The  Chairman.  Of  what  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  all  land-  matters,  fraudulent  entries  of  public 
lands — any  matter  relating  to  the  acquisition  of  land. 

Mr.  Denby.  Would  it  not  be  well,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  ask  the  wit- 
ness to  outline  what  it  is  that  he  expects  to  prove,  in  order  that  the 
committee  may  follow  him  more  intelligently  through  the  process 
of  proving  it?  He  has  not  yet  indicated  what  he  wishes  to  prove,  or 
what  he  thinks  he  can  prove.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  well  to 
have  him  state  what  wrong  has  been  done,  and  what  he  can  prove,  and 
then  proceed  to  prove  it. 

Mr.  James.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  his  attorney  should  be  per- 
mitted to)  proceed  with  the  examination,  and  he  may  perhaps  bring 
it  out  in  quicker  detail. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  bring  it  out. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  We  are  anxious  to  understand  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  can  observe  that  the  examination  has  not  pro- 
ceeded on  any  one  line  and  therefore,  naturally,  we  have  been  going 
backward  and  forward  in  the  different  parts  of  the  story,  but  I  shall 
be  very  glad  to  go  forward  and  have  the  witness  tell  the  story  in  sn- 

?uence,  and  call  attention  as  we  go  along  to  the  significance  of  the 
acts  if  the  witness  should  fail  to  do  «o  himself. 

Mr.  Denby.  My  suggestion  was  to  have  the  chairman  ask  the  wit- 
ness to  state  what  it  is  that  he  Peeks  to  prove;  then  he  can  simply  pro- 
ceed and  prove  it — I  mean  something  by  way  of  a  declaration  of  the 
case. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  is  the  function  of  the  counsel,  not  the  function 
of  the  witness. 

Mr.  Denby.  Well,  let  some  one  do  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  If  the  committee  desires  it,  we  can  pursue  that 
course,  but  it  would  require  considerable  time  to  go  into  detail,  be- 
cause it  is  a  long  series  of  transactions  covering  two  years,  the  sig- 
nificance of  which  is  in  that  sequence  and  the  events*  as  they  from 
time  to  time  appear.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  do  it  if  the  committee 
desires  it. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  would  suggest  to  the  chairman  that  it  would  be 
well  worth  the  time,  if  the  gentleman  is  prepared  to  make  a  logical  or 
a  chronological  outline  of  all  he  proposes  to  show  by  this  witness.  I 
think  it  would  avoid  a  good  deal  of  the  interruptions  and  the  devel- 
opment of  side  issues  that  are  taking  place  now  if  we  had  a  general 
outline  of  what  he  expects  to  show. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  to  the  counsel  that  we  shall  be  very 
glad  to  have  you  make  a  brief  outline  statement ;  not  such  a  statement 
as  you  would  make  in  court  when  opening  a  case,  but  state  briefly  to 
us,  informally,  what  you  aim  to  prove. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  this :  Mr.  Glavis  was,  as  he  has  stated,  in  the 
spring  of  1907,  chief  of  the  field  division  of  the  Portland  district. 
He  did  not  have  charge  at  that  time  of  the  California  district;  he 
did  not  have  charge  at  that  time  of  the  division  which  dealt  with  the 
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Alaska  land.  That  was  another  division;  but  his  duties  called  him 
in  connection  with  prosecutions  of  other  coal-fraud  cases — the  Wilson 
case,  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  case,  in  which  Attorney  Hoyt 
acted — called  him  to  Seattle,  and  there  the  frauds  alleged  in  regard 
to  the  Alaska  coal  land  were  called  to  his  attention,  indirectly,  as  it 
appears,  through  United  States  Attorney  Hoyt.  The  matter  had 
already  then  been  in  Seattle  a  subject  of  discussion  in  the  press,  and 
the  fact  that  prominent  people  in  Seattle  appeared  among  those  who 
were  coal  claimants  and  alleged  to  be  implicated  in  the  frauds.  He 
thereafter  had  called  to  his  attention  by  Special  Agent  Jones  that  he, 
Jones,  had  been  commissioned  to  investigate  these  frauds.  That  was 
done.  That  direction  came  in  a  letter  of  June  21  from  Assistant 
Commissioner  Dennett.  That  letter,  to  which  attention  Will  be  called 
later,  directed  Mr.  Jones  to  spend  some  .days  in  preparing  himself  on 
the  law  of  conspiracy  and  the  law  in  regard  to  coal  land,  a  subject 
with  which  Mr.  Glavis  had  become  familiar,  and  with  which  Mr. 
Jones  was  not  then  familiar.  In  pursuance  of  that  direction  from  the 
assistant  commissioner,  Mr.  Jones  came  to  Mr.  Glavis  seeking  infor- 
mation and  instruction  on  this  subject,  and  it  was  in  that  way  that 
Mr.  Glavis  first  became  connected  with  the  matter,  because  Mr.  Jones 
was  not  under  his  division;  he  was  in  a  subordinate  position  in 
another  of  the  field  divisions. 

Subsequently,  and  almost  immediately  after  that  conference,  Mr. 
Jones  went  to  Alaska  in  pursuance  of  the  directions  from  his  de- 
partment. On  his  return  he  was  at  once  requested  to  report  to  Mr. 
JBallinger  at  Seattle — Mr.  Ballinger  was  then  at  Seattle  and  was  then 
commissioner.  He  called  upon  Mr.  Ballinger  in  pursuance  of  that 
request  and  made  a  report  as  to  what  he  found,  and  it  was  discussed 
and  Mr.  Ballinger  directed  him — modified  the  directions  which  had 
been  given  in  the  original  letter,  which  were  to  make  a  full  and 
thorough  investigation  of  the  Alaska  claims;  he  modified  those 
directions  to  the  extent  of  making  only  a  partial  investigation  of 
those  claims,  an  examination  of  only  one  or  two,  the  taking  of  one 
or  two  affidavits  in  each  of  the  groups  instead  of  fully  covering  the 
matter,  the  statement  being  made  at  the  time  that  if  it  appeared  that 
under  the  existing  law  patents  could  not  issue  that  probably  relief 
would  be  asked  from  Congress,  additional  legislation,  which  would 
allow  the  issuing  of  patents  for  those  claims  which,  the  indications 
were,  were  fraudulent  and  illegal  under  the  existing  law.  At  that 
time  this  was  committed  to  Special  Agent  Jones  because  Special 
Agent  Love,  who  had  originally  reported  upon  those  claims,  lived  in 
Alaska,  closely  associated,  we  believe,  with  the  claimants,  and  by 
reason  of  the  influences  which  might  be  exerted  upon  him  to  prevent 
a  full  and  thorough  investigation,  Mr.  Jones  had  been  selected  in 
his  place,  Mr.  Love  aided  Mr.  Jones  in  some  matters.  He  was  in 
Seattle  at  that  time,  or  in  the  States,  and  a  report  was  made  in  pur- 
suance of  Commissioner  BaUinger's  directions  under  date  of  August 
10,  and  again  supplementing  it  under  date  of  August  13,  calling 
attention  to  the  fraudulent  indications  and  recommending  that  a  full 
investigation  should  be  made. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  Mr.  Jones's  recommendation  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Those  were  Mr.  Jones's  reports,  and  they  were  made. 
The  report  of  August  10  was  made  in  person,  handed  to,  or  a  draft 
of  it  handed  to,  Commissioner  Ballinger,  who  was  at  that  time  in 
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Seattle,  and  later  conferences  were  had  and  directions  given  by  Com- 
missioner Ballinger  both  to  Mr.  Jones  and  to  Mr.  Love  in  relation  to 
this  matter,  and  there  were  conferences  and  discussions  in  regard  to 
the  rights,  the  legality,  the  fraud  of  these  various  claimants.  That 
was  in  August,  1907.  Nothing  was  heard  further  by  Mr.  Glavis  of 
anything  being  done  in  regard  to  this  recommendation  for  further 
investigation.  Mr.  Jones,  when  he  returned  and  met  Mr.  Glavis 
again,  Glavis  had  become  his  superior — that  is,  he  had  been  changed 
to  the  field  division,  as  chief  of  the  field  division  at  Portland — and  as 
the  chief  of  Mr.  Jones,  his  superior,  had  become  charged  with  the 
obligation  of  seeing  that  matters  under  Mr.  Jones's  care  were  pro- 
ceeded with. 

The  Chairman.  The  Portland  district  included  Alaska,  did  it? 

Mr.  Bran deis.  The  Portland  district  did  not  include  Alaska,  but 
it  included  Mr.  Jones  as  a  special  agent,  who  had  been  specially 
deputed  to  go  to  Alaska,  because  it  was  believed  that  some  one  should 
be  substituted  for  Mr.  Love.  That  evidently  was  the  intention  of  the 
Land  Department,  at  Washington,  through  Assistant  Commissioner 
Dennett. 

Mr.  Jones  made,  on  November  1,  a  further  report,  there  having 
been  nothing  heard,  and  no  further  directions  given  him  in  this 
intermediate  period,  and  Mr.  Glavis,  being  then  his  superior,  trans- 
mitted that  report,  together  with  the  recommendation  that  the  inves- 
.  tigation  should  be  proceeded  with.  To  that  recommendation  also  no 
reply  was  made  and  no  action  was  taken.  Meanwhile  there  had 
arisen  in  Alaska,  in  Seattle,  and  in  the  country  about  it  generally 
quite  a  general  discussion  that  these  coal  frauds  would  not  be  pro- 
ceeded against.  There  was  that  talk,  that  Mr.  Ballinger  was  com- 
missioner and  that  nothing  would  be  done  with  this  investigation. 

The  Chairman.  It  strikes  me  that  this  is  rather  an  argument  than 
outlining  what  you  intend  to  prove. 

Mr.  Bran  deis.  Well,  I  did  not  intend  to  make  it  an  argument. 
These  are  really  the  facts  that  this  witness  is  to  bring  out. 

Senator  Root.  Can  you  not  state  briefly,  Mr.  Brandeis,  what  the 
general  character  of  the  testimony  of  the  witness  is  to  be  without 
going  quite  so  much  into  detail? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly. 

Senator  Boot.  It  would  rather  result  in  a  duplication — having 
things  stated  twice. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Without  going  too  much  into  detail,  the  summary 
is  this:  The  fact  that  during  that  time,  particularly  when  Mr.  Bal- 
linger was  there;  the  general  direction  of  this  investigation  had 
been  in  Mr.  Balhnger's  hands  and  then  nothing  was  done;  that  the 
recommendation  made  by  Mr.  Glavis  was  not  acted  upon;  that  is, 
the  recommendation  by  Mr.  Jones  and  then  by  Mr.  Glavis;  that 
Mr.  Glavis  then,  in  the  course  of  another  investigation  which  dealt 
with  one  Charles  D.  Davis,  the  son  of  Clark  Davis,  who  was  inter- 
ested in  the  Alaska  coal  and  petroleum  cases  in  which  land  frauds 
were  alleged,  that  this  Davis,  referring  to  his  dealings  in  the  Alaska 
coal  lands,  had  made  statements  which  showed  that  his  relations  and 
the  action  of  his  group  were  fraudulent;  that  Mr.  Glavis  endeavored 
then,  according  to  their  custom,  to  get  an  affidavit  of  facts,  the  prac- 
tice being  to  get  those  as  a  partial  fact,  those  affidavits.  I  mention 
this  particular  thing  because  it  is  one  that  is  constantly  coming  up 
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in  the  testimony.  Davis  told  him  that  he  would  not  give  the  affidavit^ 
because  Commissioner  Ballinger,  when  he  had  been  in  Seattle  that 
summer,  had  talked  the  matter  of  their  coal  claims  with  him  and  told 
him  not  to  make  any  affidavit,  but  to  wait  until  the  charges  had  been 
filed  against  the  coal  claimants,  and  then  when  he  knew  what  the 
Government  was  going  to  charge  to  make  his  statement. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  To  whom  was  it  that  Davis  made  that  statement! 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  made  it  to  Mr.  Glavis,  and  Mr.  Glavis  reported 
that  fact. 

Senator  Paynter.  What  particular  coal  claims  were  under  dis- 
cussion between  Mr.  Jones  and  Mr.  Glavis  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  This  was  incidental.  Mr.  Glavis  was  investigating 
another  alleged  claim,  arising  out  of  some  soldier's  location — Alaska 
location — but  under  a  different  law,  and  in  that  connection  Mr. 
Davis  made  this  statement ;  and  •  Mr.  Glavis,  having  then  general 
knowledge  of  this  subject,  sought  to  get  the  affidavit  in  aheaa  of  the 
investigation,  and  it  was  that  fact  which  he  then  called  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Land  Office.  No  reply  was  made  to  that.  The  conditions 
were  such  that  Mr.  Glavis  deemed  it  his  duty  to  lay  the  whole  matter 
before  the  department.  He  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwartz  a  personal  letter, 
Schwartz  being  his  chief  of  the  division  and  his  superior;  and  as 
a  result  of  that  Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett  instructed  him  to 
proceed  at  once  to  Washington,  and  he  came  to  Washington  and  laid 
the  whole  matter,  all  the  circumstances,  before  Mr.  Schwartz.  Mr. 
Schwartz  then  laid  the  matter  before  Mr.  Ballinger.  Mr.  Glavis 
subsequently  had  conferences  with  Mr.  Ballinger  and  talked  over 
the  whole  situation,  the  claims  that  were  made  and  the  charges  that 
were  made  as  to  the  danger  of  a  scandal  in  connection  with  the 
Alaska  coal  claim,  the  matter  of  Mr.  Love's  personal  connection,  and 
the  importance  of  proceeding  to  a  full  investigation.  As  a  result  of 
that  conversation  Commissioner  Ballinger  directed  him  to  proceed 
and  make  a  full  investigation  of  all  the  claims.  Six  days  were  spent 
by  Mr.  Glavis  in  Washington  at  that  time,  and  he  took  copies  of  the 
papers  in  all  of  these  Alaska  claims  and  proceeded  at  once  to  the 
West  with  a  view  of  taking  up  that  investigation.  Almost  immedi- 
ately after  that  ex-Governor  Miles  C.  Moore  came  to  Washington. 
He  had  a  hearing,  it  appears,  before  Commissioner  Ballinger  with 
regard  to  the  allowance  of  those  claims — the  Cunningham  claim  and 
part  of  the  claims  which  Mr.  Glavis  had  been  directed  to  examine — 
and  on  the  22d  of  January  Mr.  Glavis  learned  that  an  order 

The  Chairman.  You  forgot  to  state  something  there  that  you 
ought  in  all  fairness  to  state,  and  that  was  that  when  Governor 
Moore  came  here  Secretary  Ballinger  referred  him  to  Secretary 
Pierce  and  said  that  he  himself — that  is,  Secretary  Ballinger — would 
have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman 

The  Chairman.  You  omitted  that  in  that  connection,  leaving  the 
inference  that  Mr.  Ballinger  heard  Mr.  Moore. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  beg  your  pardon,  Mr.  Chairman;  you  are  refer- 
ring to  occurrences  which  came  up  not  in  December,  1907,  to  which 
I  am  now  referring,  but  to  occurrences  in  May,  1909,  when  Mr.  Bal- 
linger was  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  I  am  referring  to  the  facts 
which  occurred  in  December,  1907,  when  Mr.  Ballinger  was  Com- 
missioner of  the  Land  Office. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


18       INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY. 

Mr.  Graham.  Is  that  correct,  Mr.  Chairman? 

The  Chairman.  I  am  not  sure  about  that.  That  fact  does  not 
appear  in  this  report. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  beg  jrour  pardon?  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  won- 
der that  there  is  confusion,  but  it  is  distinctly  a  fact  about  which 
there  is  no  question.  I,  perhaps,  may  incidentally,  call  this  to  your 
attention:  Secretary  Ballinger  says  that  he  referred  ex-Governor 
Moore  to  Mr.  Pierce  because  he  had  been  counsel  in  these  Cunning- 
ham cases.  The  time  when  he  was  counsel  was  after  he  had  resigned 
as  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  in  the  interval  between  his  resig- 
nation as  commissioner  and  his  appointment  as  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior. In  this  earlier  period  Commissioner  Ballinger  acted  in  Wash- 
ington in  these  matters  precisely  as  he  had  acted  in  Seattle. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  are  now  relating  facts  that  occurred  when  Mr. 
Ballinger  was  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Precisely. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  the  incident  to  which  the  chairman  refers  is 
an  incident  which  occurred  after  he  became  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Now,  I  understand  that.     You  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  was  eighteen  months  later. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  understand  you  now. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  This  hearing  took  place  at  that  titne,  and  as  a  result 
of  that  hearing  before  Commissioner  Ballinger  he  directed  these 
claims  to  be  clear  listed.  Glavis  was  informed  of  that  in  January, 
and  the  moment  he  received  the  information 

Mr.  James.  What  year  was  that? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  in  1908,  while  Mr.  Ballinger  was  commis- 
sioner. The  moment  that  Mr.  Glavis  received  this  information  he 
telegraphed  to  Boston ;  he  telegraphed  to  Washington.  He  claimed 
that  the  clear  listing,  or  the  suspension  of  patents,  should  be  held  up ; 
that  they  were  not  ready  for  clear  listing,  and  he  followed  that  tele- 
gram by  a  letter,  on  January  22,  which  sets  forth  clearly  the  reasons 
for  his  telegram.  Thereafter  he  proceeded  with  this  investigation 
of  the  Alaska  coal  claims.  Early  in  March  he  took  certain  affidavits 
in  connection  with  these  Cunningham  claims  and  got  possession  of 
the  so-called  "  Cunningham  journal,"  which  bore,  as  it  was  believed, 
conclusive  evidence  of  the  fraud  of  this  claim.  In  that  connection 
he  again  saw  Commissioner  Ballinger.  Ex-Governor  Moore,  who 
was  present  when  Mr.  Clarence  Cunningham  was  making  his  affidavit, 
stated  to  him  that  but  for  his  protest  those  patents  had  been  issued, 
and  stated  to  him  further  things  from  which  Mr.  Glavis  inferred 
that,  contrary  to  all  the  rules  and  practice  of  the  department,  Ex- 
Governor  Moore  had  received  information  as  to  what  the  special 
agents  were  doing  who  were  working  up  the  evidence  to  establish  the 
fraud,  and  it  later  appeared  that  that  was  not  then  in  Mr.  Glavis's 
possession.  Clarence  Cunningham  himself,  under  date  of  January 
15,  1908,  stated  that  he  had  copies  of  all  the  papers  that  were  on  file, 
and  that  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  issuance  of  those  patents. 
Thereafter  Mr.  Glavis  received  a  telegram  calling  upon  him  to  report 
specifically  upon  those  Cunningham  claims,  and  he  answered,  under 
date  of  Marcn  30,  1908,  that  he  would  report  all  of  the  claims  for 
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cancellation  as  fraudulent;  and  he  also  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  what  he  was  doing,  his  action  and  his  reports,  the  entrymen  were 
getting  knowledge  of,  a  matter  which  obviously  would  be  of  the  most 
serious  import  and  prevent  the  collection  by  him  of  the  evidence 
which  he  intended  to  defeat,  and  expected  to  defeat,  not  only  these 
Cunningham  claims,  but  the  hundreds  of  other  Alaska  claims  which 
were  in  a  similar  situation. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Mr.  Brandeis,  I  do  not  like  to  interrupt 
you,  but  it  seems  to  me  you  ought  to  be  able  to  abridge  your  state- 
ment of  the  ultimate  facts  which  you  expect  to  prove  nere.  You 
constantly  state  a  fact  and  then  characterize  it,  argue  about  it.  The 
time  for  argument  will  come  hereafter.  What  the  committee  desires 
just  now  is  to  get  an  outline  of  the  ultimate  facts  which  you  intend 
to  prove,  so  that  the  committee  may  intelligently  understand  the 
testimony  when  it  is  offered. 

Mr.  Graham.  Without  drawing  conclusions.     Leave  that  to  us. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  If  you  will  permit  me,  the  telegram  from  Mr. 
Glavis  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  of  March  30 
I  have  before  me.  It  is  five  lines  long,  and  your  statement  of  its 
contents  would  fill  a  half  page. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  shall  endeavor  to  avoid  that  After  this  period — 
that  is,  between  March,  1908,  and  March,  1909,  when  Mr.  Ballinger 
became  Secretary — Mr.  Glavis  had  a  number  of  conferences  with  Mr. 
Ballinger,  Mr.  Ballinger  at  that  time  acting  as  counsel  for  the 
Alaska  coal  claimants. 

Mr.  James.  The  Cunningham  claimants? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  Cunningham  claimants  and  also  other  claim- 
ants. 

The  Chairman.  At  the  time  he  was  Secretary,  you  might  say. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  the  interval — that  is,  acting  as  counsel  for  the 
claimants — not  only  the  Cunningham  but  other  claimants  which  had 
been  the  subject  of  investigation  during  the  period  of  his  commis- 
sionership.  I  will  not  undertake  to  say  what  those  different  conver- 
sations were,  because  they  will  appear  from  Mr.  Glavis's  testimony. 

Mr.  James.  Do  they  relate  to  these  claims? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  They  relate  to  these  claims;  they  relate  to  the  ob- 
taining of  patents  on  them  and  the  avoiding  of  the  cancellation  of 
the  claims  on  the  ground  of  their  being  fraudulent  or  illegal.  After 
Mr.  Ballinger  became  Secretary  the  subject  of  the  Alaska  claims 
was  taken  up  and  Mr.  Glavis  was  directed  to  proceed  in  making  his 
final  report.  Mr.  Glavis  will  show  the  circumstances  attending  that, 
that  he  was  ordered  to  make  those  reports,  and  to  make  them  final, 
when  the  conditions  were  such  that  it  was  impossible  to  gather  all  of 
the  testimony  requested  to  a  proper  presentation  of  the  case  for  their 
cancellation. 

Mr.  McCall.  Was  Mr.  Ballinger  in  office  at  the  time  when  Mr. 
Glavis  had  this  order  that  you  speak  of? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  shortly  after  Mr.  Ballinger  came 
in;  I  think  it  was  on  the  5th  that  he  assumed  office  and  the  directions 
to  proceed  came  almost  immediately  after  that. 

Mr.  McCall.  Who  gave  the  order;  does  the  record  show  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  order  was  presumably  given  by  the  commis- 
sioner, or  by  Mr.  Schwartz  acting  for  him,  not  Mr.  Ballinger  per- 
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sonally.  Those  are  the  facts.  We  desire  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
fact  in  relation  to  the  construction  of  the  law  of  May  28, 1908,  under 
which  it  was  supposed  that  the  Alaska  coal  claimants  might  seek  to 
secure  their  patents  and  that  under  the  construction  given  by 

Senator  Paynter.  Who  gave  those  instructions  to  which  you  refer? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce.  Under  that  construc- 
tion the  coal  land  would  have  been  patented,  which  could  not  be 
patented  under  the  construction  given  to  the  law  by  Attorney-General 
Wickersham,  and  it  was  Mr.  Glavis  who  interposed  and  secured  that 
review  of  the  law  by  the  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  James.  How  did  it  happen  to  be  submitted  to  Pierce  instead  of 
the  Attorney-General  originally? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Those  are  the  facts.  It  was,  I  may  say,  to  have 
been,  and  it  was  agreed  that  it  should  be  submitted  to  the  Attorney- 
General. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  And  was  not  submitted  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  was  not  submitted  to  him. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  His  opinion  is  printed  here. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  His  opinion  was  given  because  after  the  agreement 
or  the  understanding  that  it  should  go  to  the  Attorney-General  had 
been  made  and  Mr.  Glavis  had  participated  in  the  framing  of  the 
letter  to  the  Attorney-General,  the  matter  was  submitted  to  Assistant 
Secretary  Pierce. 

Senator  Paynter.  How  do  those  questions  usually  reach  the  At- 
torney-General ?  I  am  asking  the  question  for  information ;  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  presume  they  reach  the  Attorney-General  by  a 
request  from  the  department  to  give  an  opinion  upon  the  question, 
and  this  was  a  very  important  question  affecting,  as  it  might,  all  or 
the  Alaska  coal  land,  because  at  that  time  those  questions  which  were 
specially  brought  up  in  the  Cunningham  case  and  in  other  cases  were 
common,  it  was  believed,  to  a  large  part  of  all  the  locations  which 
had  been  made  in  Alaska. 

The  Chairman.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  was  not  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney-General  sought  in  a  letter  issued  from  the  department  or 
from  the  General  Land  Office  in  pursuance  of  a  written  request? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  was,  but  that  request  and  that  application  to  the 
Attorney-General  was  the  result  of  the  interposition  of  Mr.  Glavis, 
who  believed,  and  as  it  appears  believed  correctly,  that  the  ruling 
made  by  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  by  which  all  of  these  lands 
which  are  believed  to  have  been  fraudulent  might  have  gone,  or  a 
large  part  of  them,  that  that  was  an  erroneous  construction  of  the  law. 

Mr.  Denby.  Is  it  not  customary  for  the  official  of  the  department 
most  acquainted  with  the  case  to  request  an  opinion?  Is  it  not  in 
the  regular  course  of  departmental  business  the  rule  that  the  official 
who  most  nearly  knows  about  it  should  ask  for  the  opinion?  In 
other  words,  Mr.  Glavis,  having  been  the  one  man  concerned  in  this, 
would  naturally  ask  for  that  construction,  would  he  not? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Oh,  quite  to  the  contrary,  I  think. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  was  asking  for  information. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  This  was  not  a  matter  which  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances Mr.  Glavis  would  have  had  any  authority  to  act  in. 
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Mr.  McCall.  With  reference  to  the  order  which  was  sent  from 
Washington  to  complete  the  investigation  and  make  the  report,  I  find 
the  telegram  you  referred  to,  as  follows: 

Alaska  coal  investigations  must  be  completed  within  sixty  days.  What  num- 
ber additional  agents  do  you  require?    Answer  by  wire. 

Schwartz. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCall.  Was  that  what  you  referred  to? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  one  of  the  telegrams,  and  the  specific  one  to 
which  I  referred. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  But  you  said  it  was  presumably  issued  by  the  com- 
missioner. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No;  I  said  either  by  the  commissioner  or  by 
Schwartz,  who  was  his  direct  superior. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  said  at  first  "  presumably  by  the  commissioner." 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Dennett  was  then  assistant  commissioner.  This 
was  ihe  year  1909,  after  Mr.  Ballinger  became  secretary. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  That  was  in  March.  Now,  t  want  to  call  your  atten- 
tion to  this  matter,  because  I  know  you  want  to  be  fair  in  this 
case 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  a  further  telegram 
from  Mr.  Schwartz  to  Mr.  Glavis,  as  follows: 

Wire  names  of  different  towns  or  cities  in  which  you  desire  testimony  to  be 
taken  in  hen  rings  in  Cunningham  group;  this  office  will  appoint  a  commissioner 
to  take  testimony,  you  to  represent  Government's  case  with  such  legal  assistance 
as  you  require ;  answer  at  once. 

Schwartz.  Acting  Commissioner. 

That  telegram  is  dated  July  6. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Three  or  four  months  afterwards? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  a  transaction  which  I  have  not  yet  reached, 
and  which  deals  with  an  entirely  different  question  from  what  I  have 
considered  up  to  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  It  is  in  relation  to  the  Cunningham  case. 

Mr.  James.  Would  it  have  been  possible  to  have  concluded  the  in- 
vestigation of  these  Alaska  coal  lands  within  two  months  from 
April  9? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  would  not  have  been,  for  this  reason 

Mr.  McCall.  Pardon  me.  I  was  going  to  call  your  attention,  then, 
to  a  telegram  of  the  same  date  from  Glavis,  in  which  he  says : 

To  complete  Alnska  cases  in  two  months  Jones  and  four  more  agents  neces- 
sary ;  600  affidavits  to  secure.     Snow  will  prevent  field  examination  till  July. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  that  answers  the  question,  really. 

Mr.  McCall.  Do  you  know  whether  those  agents — that  is,  Jones 
and  four  more  agents — were  sent  by  the  commissioner? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Agents  were  furnished.    The  date  of  that  was  July. 

Mr.  McCall.  No;  the  date  of  this  is  the  same  as  the  date  of 
Schwartz's  telegram,  April  20. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  The  one  which  I  read  was  in  July. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Agent  Jones  was  furnished  for  a  certain  period. 
His  other  engagements  doubtless  prevented  his  acting  during  all  the 
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time  that  Mr.  Glavis  desired  him  to  act.  Agents  were  furnished,  to 
answer  your  question,  sir  [referring  to  Mr.  James], 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  I  wish  you  would  confine  yourself  as 
much  as  possible  to  a  statement  of  what  you  want  to  prove,  and  not 
indulge  in  too  much  argument.    The  argument  will  come  later. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  was  endeavoring  to  answer  a  question  which  had 
been  put  to  me  by  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  James.  I  asked  him  a  question,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  reason  why  the  investigation,  or«a  reason  why 
the  investigation  could  not  be  completed,  was  that  a  field  examination 
in  Alaska  was  essential  to  the  completion  of  the  proof,  the  fact 
being  that  the  charge  was  that  these  different  claims  were  being  pro- 
ceeded with  under  a  joint  agreement;  they  were  not  individual 
claims,  not  claims  that  stood  alone,  but  where  there  had  been  a 
fraudulent  agreement — the  fact  as  to  how  those  claims  were  being 
worked  actually,  because  they  were  being  worked;  whether  they 
were  being  worked  together;  the  circumstances  were  different  cir- 
cumstances which  were  deemed  by  Mr.  Glavis  and  by  others  to  be 
essential  to  the  proper  preparation  of  the  evidence.  That  could  only 
be  determined  after  the  snow  was  off  the  ground  in  Alaska,  and 
therefore  it  was  not  until  July  that  any  one  could  proceed  to  Alaska 
to  make  the  investigation,  and  that  was  the  specific  reason  why  it 
was  necessarily  impossible  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Was  not  the  work  postponed  till  November  to  per- 
mit of  that  field  investigation? 

Mr,  Brandeis.  It  was;  and  the  circumstances  under  which  that  was 
done  are  of  importance  and  ought  to  be  brought  out  in  this  connec- 
tion. Mr.  Glavis  insisted  that  it  should  be  postponed.  When  he  in- 
sisted that  it  should  be  postponed  there  was  a  refusal  to  assent  to  his 
request  on  the  part  of  the  Land  Office.  He  then  applied  to  the 
Forestrv  Department,  which  was  interested  in  these  claims  by  reason 
of  the  fact  that  a  part  of  them  was  within  the  Chucatch  Forest  Re- 
serve, asking  cooperation  to  secure  a  postponement.  At  the  same 
time  Mr.  Sheridan  was  put  in  charge  of  these  cases,  and  Mr.  Glavis 
was  notified  that  Mr.  Sheridan  would  be  put  in  charge  after  he  pro- 
tested against  going  on  with  the  hearing  at  that  time.  When  Mr. 
Sheridan  investigated  these  cases,  and  when  Secretary  Wilson,  on 
behalf  of  the  Forestry  Department,  requested  that  there  should  be  a 
postponement,  to  permit  that  field  examination  to  be  made,  then,  and 
then  only,  was  the  postponement  granted.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
hearing  thereof  did  not  commence  until  last  November,  and  the  tak- 
ing of  the  testimony  began  then,  but  has  not  yet  been  completed. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  an  order  of  Mr. 
Schwartz's  in  that  connection,  on  page  20,  where  Sheridan  was  put 
in  charge: 

Have  this  day  wired  Sheridan  as  follows :  "  Your  instructions  Cunningham 
case  modified.  You  will  proceed  to  Seattle,  taking  complete  charge  of  case, 
with  authority  to  call  for  any  agent  or  assistance  necessary  to  bring  case  to 
prompt  hearing  and  close." 

That  is  the  instruction  to  Sheridan. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  then,  following  that,  is  this  to  Mr.  Glavis: 

You  will  render  Sheridan  every  assistance;  meantime  continue  investigations, 
^se  already  consumed  more  time  and  expense  of  men  than  any  other  case; 
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pending  Investigation  can  not  proceed  indefinitely;  results  of  pending  investi- 
gation in  Alaska  will  go  into  record  before  concluding  hearings. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  While  Sheridan  was  put  in  charge  Glavis  was 
continued  with  him  in  the  work  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  was  permitted  to  continue  his  investigation. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  ordered  to;  he  was  not  permitted,  but 
he  was  ordered  to. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Directed  to:  yes,  sir;  and  he  did.  Of  course  I 
have  stated  but  a  small  part  of  the  facts — the  barest  outline  of  the 
facts — and  for  a  proper  understanding  of  what  has  occurred  it  is 
essential  that  the  detail  of  these  facts,  the  exact  position  of  Mr. 
Glavis,  what  he  did,  what  was  the  result  of  his  acts,  how  far  he  was 
cooperated  with,  and  how  far  his  acts  were  defective — all  of  these 
facts  must  be  gone  into  in  detail,  and  it  was  because  they  must  be 
considered  in  detail  and  with  the  proper  understanding  in  the  actual 
sequence  of  events  that  I  hesitated  at  the  outset  to  enter  into  a  state- 
ment of  facts  which  I  believe  could  not  be  illuminating  to  the  com- 
mittee unless  it  was  complete;  and  I  anticipated  these  very  facts 
which  have  been  brought  out  by  the  members  of  the  committee. 
Once  I  go  into  details,  I  will  explain  at  another  time — or  I  am  pre- 
pared to  make  another  statement — because  I  believe  that  each  and 
every  one  of  the  facts  that  I  want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee is  essential  to  a  proper  understanding  of  Mr.  Glavis's  excuse 
and  the  action  of  the  department. 

Mr.  Denby.  In  brief,  if  I  may  ask,  what  charges  do  you  make 
against  the  department  as  the  result  of  your  summary  of  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  say  this,  that  it  appears  that  Mr.  Ballinger  while 
commissioner  took  an  active  part  in  the  controversies  which  arose, 
contests,  investigations  relative  to  the  validity  of  these  claims,  and 
necessarily  in  that  connection,  among  other  things,  in  passing  upon 
and  ordering  patents  to  issue  in  certain  of  these  claims,  acquired 
knowledge  which  was  important,  at  all  events,  and  took  an  active 
part  as  an  officer  of  the  Government  in  connection  with  these  claims 
through  the  whole  period  of  a  year. 

Mr.  Madison.  Do  you  mean  to  charge,  in  favor  of  the  claimant  ? 

Mr.  Denby.  Improperly  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  statement  I  have  made  is  that  Commissioner 
Ballinger  acted  in  reference  to  these  claims — personally  acted — not 
merely  constructively,  but  personally  as  commissioner,  had  part  in 
the  action  of  the  department  relating  to  the  investigation  of  these 
claims,  and  whether  or  not  patents  should  be  issued  in  regard  to  them. 
That  having  been  the  case,  such  action  having  continued  during  the 
greater  period  of  the  time  in  which  he  was  commissioner,  when  he 
ceased  to  be  commissioner  he  then  took  the  position  as  counsel  for 
some  of  those  claimants. 

Senator  Sutherland.  If  I  understand  you,  your  claim  is  not  that 
Mr.  Ballinger  acted  corruptly  in  the  administration  in  his  office  as 
commissioner,  but  that  he  made  improper  use  of  the  information  he 
obtained  while  commissioner.    Is  that  your  position  in  this  case? 

Mr.  McCall.  That  is,  after  he  retired? 

Senator  Sutherland.  Yes;  after  he  retired  he  made  an  improper 
use  of  the  information  which  he  had  obtained  as  commissioner. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  not  all.  I  submit  that  the  fact  that  he 
acted  at  all  aside  from  the  question  of  the  use  which  he  made,  that 
he  acted  as  counsel  in  reference  to  a  continuance  of  the  controversy  in 
which  he  had  previously  acted  as  an  officer  of  the  Government,  his 
action  not  being  consistent  with  the  highest  conduct  of  an  important 
office  of  the  Government. 

Senator  Sutherland.  I  want  to  get  your  position  with  reference 
to  the  matter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  But  that  is  not  all. 
t  Senator  Sutherland.  As  to  that  particular  act  of  government  do 
you,  or  do  you  not,  claim  that  he  acted  corruptly  or  improperly  while 
he  was  commissioner? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  I  say  that  he  acted  improperly;  that  is, 
acted  without  due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  Government,  while 
he  was  commissioner. 

Senator  Sutherland.  While  he  was  commissioner? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  While  he  was  commissioner.  I  do  not  presume  that 
you  desire  me  to  point  out  the  respects  in  which  that  is  so. 

Senator  Sutherland.  And  also  that  it  was  improper  for  him  to 
accent  this  employment,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  had  obtained  cer- 
tain information  while  he  was  commissioner. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  that  he  had  acted  in  important  respects  while 
he  was  commissioner. 

Mr.  Graham.  When  you  say  you  charged  that  he  acted  without 
due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  Government,  do  you  mean  to  include 
in  that  statement  at  that  time  he  so  acted  he  had  knowledge  concern- 
ing those  matters? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Of  what? 

Mr.  Graham.  Knowledge  that  would  enable  him  to  know  that  he 
was  acting  without  due  regard  for  the  Government's  interests. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Knowledge  which  should  have  enabled  him  to 
know. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  have  drawn  this  conclusion  from  your  statement, 
that  you  want  us  to  infer  that  Mr.  Ballinger  in  acting  as  commis- 
sioner, with  regard  to  these  claims,  acted  favorably  toward  the  claim- 
ants, that  is,  that  he  did  not  maintain  that  equal  and  impartial  posi- 
tion that  he  should,  but  that  he  inclined  toward  those  who  were 
trying  to  establish  their  rights  to  this  land  against  the  Government. 
Am  I  right  in  that  conclusion  ?  Either  you  have  charged  something, 
or  you  have  not. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  true;  but  that  does  not  state  it  all.  That  is 
a  part  of  what  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Bight  there  will  you  state  what  action  of  Mr.  Bal- 
linger's  taken  while  he  was  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  you 
claim  to  have  been  improper,  so  that  we  may  follow  you. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  first  action  that  was  improper  was  a  failure 
to  thoroughly  investigate  these  claims  with  a  view  to  their  cancel- 
lation. It  was  that  matter,  that  condition  which  was  changed  as 
a  result  of  the  communications  of  Mr.  Glavis  and  the  visit  of  Mr. 
Glavis  to  Washington  in  December,  1907,  and  that  is  that  there  had 
been  improper  action  until  Mr.  Glavis  intervened  to  secure  a  thorough 
investigation.    That  is  the  first. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Improper  action,  or  lack  of  action  ? 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  Lack  of  action,  after  Mr.  Glavis  intervened  to  se- 
cure direction  from  the  commissioner  to  proceed  to  investigate  all 
of  the  claims  with  a  view  to  a  cancellation  of  such  as  were  fraudulent 
there  was  improper  action  in  directing  certain  of  the  claims,  naming 
the  Cunningham  claims  which  had  been  committed  to  him  for  in- 
vestigation— in  directing  them  to  be  patented  without  giving  him  an 
opportunity — any  opportunity  at  all — to  make  the  investigations. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Was  such  direction  given? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  was  given,  and  given  without  question.  The 
conference  between  Mr.  Glavis  and  Commissioner  Ballinger,  in  which 
he  was  directed  to  investigate  the  claims,  including  the  Cunningham 
claim,  took  place  on  the  13th  or  14th  of  December,  1907,  and  Mr. 
Glavis  was  occupied  there  that  day  and  until  the  19th,  when  he  left 
Washington,  in  getting  together  all  the  papers  for  the  purpose  of 

fursuing  this  investigation  which  had  been  committed  to  his  charge* 
n  December,  later  in  December — the  22d  or  23d  of  December — in 
the  face  of  that  order  when  ex-Governor  Moore  came  here  he  was 
awarded  a  hearing  before  Commissioner  Ballinger,  of  which  Mr. 
Glavis  knew  nothing,  and  as  a  result  of  that  hearing  Commissioner 
Ballinger  personally  directed  the  clear  listing  of  those  claims,  and 
the  patents  would  have  issued,  not  only  issued  but  issued  with  great 
expedition  as  a  result  of  the  telegram  sent  to  Juneau,  but  for  the  fact 
that  the  circumstance  that  the  patent  had  been  ordered  issued  was 
communicated  to  Mr.  Glavis  and  he  interposed  and  stopped  the  issue. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Communicated  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Communicated  to  Mr.  Glavis  by  the  department. 
The  department  communicated  it.  It  was  in  answer  to  that  letter  of 
the  department  which  was  his  first  knowledge  of  the  telegram  of  the 
22d  of  January  and  the  letter  requesting  that  the  clear  listing  be 
canceled. 

Mr.  Madison.  Do  you  expect  to  show  by  Mr.  Glavis  that  he  told 
Commissioner  Ballinger  in  plain,  unmistakable  English  that  he  be- 
lieved and  had  evidence  to  believe  that  these  Cunningham  claims 
were  rotten  and  ought  not  to  be  allowed  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  he  believed  they  were  fraudulent,  and  that  in 
view  of 

Mr.  Madison.  And  that  he  had  evidence  to  support  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  he  had  certain  evidence — not  evidence  in  the 
sense  of  sufficient  evidence  to  establish  it,  because  that  was  the  whole 
thing  that  was  to  come  afterwards,  but  that  the  indications  were  that 
they  were  fraudulent,  and  that  a  full  special  investigation  ought  to 
be  made,  and  that  Mr.  Ballinger  told  him  to  proceed  and  make  that 
investigation,  and  that  he  had  absolute  confidence  that  Mr.  Ballinger 
wanted  that  investigation  made  at  that  time. 

Mr.  James,  You  stated  that  Mr.  Glavis  complained  to  the  depart- 
ment that  certain  information  that  he  had  given  to  the  department 
relative  to  these  Cunningham  claims  had  been  conveyed  to  people  in 
Washington.    Who  do  you  charge  did  that  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  was  stated— of  course,  we  do  not  know  the  fact, 
but  it  was  stated — that  Commissioner  Ballinger  had  himself  given 
that  information,  and  Clarence  Cunningham,  in  a  letter  dated  Janu- 
ary 15 — and  you  will  see  that  that  is  immediately  after  the  clear- 
listing  order — in  a  letter  dated  January  15  of  Clarence  Cunningham 
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to  the  receiver  at  Juneau  he  stated  confidentially  that  he  had  been 
furnished  with  copies  of  all  the  papers.  That  was  in  connection  with 
an  effort  to  hasten  the  patenting,  oecause  the  great  effort  was  made 
to  push  those  patents  through. 

Mr.  James.  Did  he  state  who  furnished  those? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  stated,  I  think,  that  the  commissioner  fur- 
nished them. 

Senator  Paynter.  Is  it  customarv  for  a  commissioner  to  furnish 
copies  of  records  in  his  office  ?     I  ask  for  information. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  ijnderstand  that  it  is  the  rule,  the  unquestioned 
rule,  of  the  office  never  to  furnish  any  information  relating  to  what 
special  agents  are  doing  in  regard  to  the  investigation  of  claims 
alleged  to  be  fraudulent;  that  the  ordinary  facts  in  the  office  are 
kept  in  a  file  which  is  open  to  proper  persons  interested  in  that  mat- 
ter— that  is,  to  the  attorneys  and  others  interested  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Do  you  propose  to  prove  by  Mr.  Glavis  that  Mr.  Bal- 
linger  did  give  out  that  information  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  propose  to  prove  by  Mr.  Glavis  two  things;  in 
the  first  place,  we  will  ask  your  committee  to  call  for  that  letter  from 
the  Juneau  land  files,  in  which  the  attorney  of  these  Cunningham 
claims  states  confidentially  to  the  receiver  that  copies  of  all  the  papers 
have  been  furnished  him.  We  will  also  point  out  to  the  committee 
that  Mr.  Glavis  called  attention  at  once — that  is,  during  the  same 
month  of  March — to  the  fact  that  the  entrymen,  referring  to  ex- 
Governor  Moore  particularly;  that  the  entrymen  appeared  to  have 
knowledge  of  the  information  which  ordinarily  would  be  admitted 
to  be  confidential  information ;  that  is,  as  to  what  the  special  agents 
were  doing.  Now,  where  that  information  came  from  to  them,  other 
than  it  was  stated,  and  why,  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Flint.  He  reported  that  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  To  the  General  Land  Office. 

Senator  Flint.  Did  he  receive  any  reply  to  that  communication? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  he  received  no  reply  at  that  time. 

Senator  Flint.  Afterwards  did  he  receive  a  reply? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  did  receive  a  reply,  the  letter  stating  that 
they — I  forget  just  the  language,  but  I  will  call  attention  to  the 
letter  later;  it  stated  that  no  information  was  given,  but  we  had  the 
evidence  from  the  fact  that  those  persons  to  whom  he  went  knew 
what  to  a  certain  extent  he  was  doing — that  is,  there  had  been  a 
leak;  he  could  not  of  his  own  knowledge  know  where  it  emanated. 

Mr.  James.  You  charge,  of  course,  that  it  would  be  a  violation  of 
the  rules  of  the  department  to  have  given  out  this  information? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  To  be  entirely  fair,  you  have  seen,  I  presume,  in  the 
papers  printed  with  the  message  of  the  President  the  unequivocal  de- 
nial of  Secretary  Ballinger  that  anything  was  given  out. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  have,  certainly,  and  I  wish  to  ask  the  committee 
to  consider  that  statement  and  to  remember  the  other  statement  which 
involves,  of  course,  a  matter  of  confidence  in  connection  with  those 
denials. 

Mr.  Denby.  Mr.  Brandeis,  we  are  seeking  to  ascertain  specifically 
what  the  charges  were.  Do  I  understand  now  that  they  are,  first, 
that  upon  certain  occasions  Mr.  Ballinger  acted  improperly,  but  not 
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entirely  corruptly,  and  upon  other  occasions  he  designed  and  intended 
to  act  corruptly,  but  was  prevented  from  doing  so  by  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  have  not  used  the  word  "  corrupt  "  in  any  case. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  wanted  to  get  it  straight  in  my  mind. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  say  without  due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  peo- 
ple and  the  Government. 

Mr.  Denby.  That  is.  he  acted  improperly ;  that  is,  without  propri- 
ety; secondly,  he  intended  to  act  without  due  regard  to  the  public  in- 
terests— in  other  words,  corruptly — and  was  prevented  from  doing  so 
by  Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  have  not  used  the  word  "  corruptly."  I  have  de- 
sired to  bring,  and  I  desire  now  to  bring,  without  characterization, 
the  facts  before  the  committee.  It  seems  to  me  an  extremely  solemn 
matter,  a  matter  in  which  no  charge  of  corruption  ought  to  be  made, 
but  that  your  committee  should,  with  due  regard  to  the  seriousness 
of  its  situation,  pass  upon  the  details  of  this  evidence  and  determine 
whether  the  great  trust  of  holding  this  land  for  the  people  of  the 
country,  present  and  future  generations,  is  in  safe  hands.  I  care- 
fully refrained  from  making  any  charges  except  the  charge  of  the 
facts,  in  order  that  you  gentlemen  may,  upon  the  fullest  consideration, 
determine  what  the  safety  and  the  honor  of  the  country  demand. 

Senator  Flint.  Mr.  Glavis  testified  about  matters  in  connection 
with  the  Wilson  Coal  Company.  That  was  prior  to  the  time  when 
Mr.  Ballinger  was  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  was  it 
not? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Flint.  You  made  no  mention  of  that  in  connection  with 
your  statement,  and  I  want  to  ask  you  whether  there  was  any  charge 
with  reference  to  Mr.  Ballinger  acting  improperly  by  reason  of  the 
fact  of  his  employment  in  this  coal  case  prior  to  the  time  he  was 
commissioner  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes.  sir;  not  the  fact  that  he  did  act,  but  the  trans- 
action in  which  he  acted.  That  transaction  in  the  Wilson  coal  cases 
was  a  transaction  which  necessarily  involved  for  its  ultimate  carry- 
ing out  perjury  on  the  part  of  the  applicants  and  a  fraud  upon  the 
land  office  in  this  way:  You  see,  at  the  time  when  that  agreement 
was  made  under  which  the  deeds  were  placed  in  escrow  the  entry  had 
not  been  made;  the  affidavit  had  not  been  made  which  was  essential 
to  the  securing  of  the  patent.  When  that  affidavit  was  made  it  was 
an  affidavit  which  would  have  to  declare  that  the  entrant}  the 
entryman,  was  himself  alone  interested,  and  that  he  acted  on  behalf 
of  himself  and  not  on  behalf  of  any  other  person  or  persons,  but 
the  existence  of  this  escrow  agreement  and  the  fact  that  he  had 
executed  these  deeds  was  a  fact  directly  contrary  to  the  oath  which 
he  would  be  obliged  to  take;  consequently,  Mr.  Ballinger,  when 
he  as  counsel  drew  that  agreement  and  arranged  for  this  plan  in 
escrow,  arranged  for  what  was  in  itself,  if  carried  out,  a  fraud  upon 
the  land  office,  involving  illegality  and  involving  ultimately  perjury 
on  the  part  or  the  entryman.  We  call  attention  to  that  fact,  a  fact 
which  came  out  after  Mr.  Ballinger  became  commissioner,  because  it 
was  an  important  fact,  which  ultimately  affected  the  action  of  United 
States  Attorney  Hoyt  and  the  action  of  Mr.  Glavis  in  coming  to 
Washington  and  in  pointing  out  to  the  commissioner,  and  before  that 
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to  the  chief  of  his  own  division,  the  importance  of  taking  action  with 
a  view  to  avoiding  what  he  feared  would  be  a  great  scandal  in  the 
Land  Department.  That  fact,  a  fact  which  was  of  such  importance 
as  you  will  see,  generally,  led  to  the  United  States  attorney,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  counsel  for  the  defendants,  omitting  in  the  deposition, 
or  from  the  deposition,  the  name  of  the  counsel  who  had  acted  in  the 
preparation  of  the  papers  by  which  these  land  transactions  charged 
as  fraudulent  would  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Brandeis,  you  referred  to  a  number  of  docu- 
ments and  communications,  which  you  said  were  beyond  your  reach, 
but  which  the  committee  could  probably  reach,  and  which  you  were 
asking  to  have  produced. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Graham.  Have  you  a  list  of  those  made  up  that  you  could 
submit  to  the  committee? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  would  be  very  glad  to  furnish  the  committee  with 
a  list  of  those  documents  later. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  you  would  furnish  me  a  list  and  I  will  try 
to  get  them. 

Mr.  James.  Can  you  furnish  the  pleading  or  the  affidavits,  or  what- 
ever is  necessary,  in  regard  to  your  statement  with  respect  to  the 
Wilson  Coal  Land  Company  case? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  are  two  papers  in  that  connection  which  will 
be  among  the  list  we  ask  for.  The  first  is  the  final  statement  taken 
down  in  the  presence  of  United  States  Attorney  Hoyt  and  Mr. 
Glavis,  in  which  Mr.  Ballinger's  name  appears  as  the  counsel  who 
drew  the  agreement.    That  is  the  first  paper. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  for  information.  Was  that  paper  sent 
to  the  Land  Office  here? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No,  sir.  That  paper  is  in  the  land  office  at  Seattle, 
I  understand. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is,  in  the  United  States  attorney's  office  at 
Seattle. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  also  in  the  United  States  attorney's  office — 
another  copy  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  please  give  me  such  a  description  of  that 
paper  as  to  enable  me  to  secure  it? 
.    Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly. 

Senator  Sutherland.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  list  be 
furnished  as  soon  as  possible.  Mr.  Brandeis  said  later  on  he  ex- 
pected to  have  them. 

The  Chairman.  I  shall  be  glad  to  furnish  it  promptly. 

Senator  Sutherland.  These  papers  have  got  to  be  sent  for  to 
Seattle  and  it  will  take  some  time  to  obtain  them. 

Senator  Root.  Do  you  know  whether  the  proceedings  in  that  liti- 
gation are  in  print? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  case  was  heard  last  fall.  It  has  not  yet  been 
decided,  as  far  as  we  know. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  case ;  was  it  a  criminal 
or  a  civil  suit? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  was  a  civil  suit. 

The  Chairman.  To  set  aside  those  two  patents  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes;  there  were  several  proceedings.  This  case 
that  Mr.  Glavis  referred  to  was  a  suit  to  set  aside  those  two  patents 
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for  the  320  acres.  The  other  proceedings  were  proceedings  in  the 
land  office  to  cancel  the  location  which  had  been  made  in  respect  to 
the  other  land — not  the  320  acres,  but  the  balance  of  it,  about  600  or 
700  acres. 

The  Chairman.  That  proceeding  could  only  be  had  in  the  Land 
Department. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  proceeding  has  not  been  taken,  but  the  paper 
is  filed — the  unsigned  paper — in  the  land  office  and  in  the  United 
States  attorney's  office,  ooth. 

Mr.  Madison.  The  charge  being  made  by  the  Government  in  both 
cases  that  the  entrymen  had  previous  to  proof  entered  into  a  written 
contract  to  sell  the  property  upon  acquiring  title  from  the  Govern- 
ment ! 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Precisely ;  the  fact  of  giving  deeds  was  evidence  of 
that 

Mr.  Madison.  That  the  deeds  would  not  be  operative  until  de- 
livered.  They  were  in  escrow. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Precisely.  The  significance  of  it,  or  one  of  the  rea- 
sons why  it  is  significant,  is  that  the  transaction  was  in  its  nature  a 
transaction  similar  to  that  arising  in  the  Cunningham  cases  and  in 
many  of  those  other  cases  in  which  the  fraud  alleged  was  a  fraud 
similar  to  that — I  do  not  mean  to  say  carried  out  in  precisely  the 
same  detail,  but  under  the  general  provision  of  the  law  by  which 
claims  taken  under  those  circumstances  are  illegal  and  fraudulent. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Can  you  state  what  has  become  of  the  case  of 
The  United  States  v.  The  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company,  decided 
by  Judge  Han  ford  in  October,  1908,  to  which  the  Secretary  refers 
in  his  letter  of  May  24,  1909,  to  ex-Governor  Moore?  Is  that  still 
pending,  or  is  it  on  appeal? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No ;  T  think  the  decision  in  that  case  was  at  once 
acquiesced  in.  The  decision  was  accepted  as  the  law  of  the  case.  Is 
that  not  so,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  defendants  waived  the  right  of  appeal. 

Senator  Fletcher.  We  ought  to  have  a  copy  of  tnat  opinion,  be- 
cause it  seems  to  be  quoted  by  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  tnat  opinion  is  duly  reported,  if  I  re- 
member right,  in  the  Federal  Reporter. 

Mr.  Glavt8.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Senator  Fletcher.  In  Mr.  Glavis's  statement  he  says  that  it  has 
never  been  reported. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  I  do  not  think  it  has  ever  been  reported. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  A  copy  of  that  opinion  was,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
handed  to  Mr.  Ballinger  while  he  was  acting  as  counsel  for  the 
claimants,  and  during  the  period  in  which  he  was  out  of  office,  by 
Mr.  Glavis. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Most  of  this  outline.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  to 
me,  is  embraced  in  the  printed  document  that  we  have  before  us. 

Mr.  Graham.  But  it  would  take  us  a  good  while  to  boil  it  down. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  would  like  to  ask  counsel  if  there  is  anything 
over  and  above  the  statement  set  forth  in  this  document  by  Mr. 
Glavis,  in  his  letter  to  the  President,  that  he  desires  to  bring  out. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  a  great  deal. 

24991— vol  l—io 3 
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Mr.  James.  The  Wilson  coal  case  was  not  set  forth  in  that  docu- 
ment, was  it? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  No.  sir;  there  is  no  reference  made  to  that.  There 
are  a  very  considerable  number  of  facts,  and  a  considerable  number 
of  documents — I  mean  statements  to  be  made  orally  and  many  state- 
ments that  are  evidenced  by  documents — which  were  not  in  Mr. 
Glavis's  possession,  and  many  of  which  are  not  yet  in  his  possession, 
which  are  necessary  in  order  to  set  the  matter  properly  before  you, 
and  which  other  facts,  or  most  of  which  other  facts,  were  not  before 
the  President  or  the  Attorney-General  when  this  matter  was  consid- 
ered by  them. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  that  you  would  proceed  with  your  exam- 
ination, unless  you  desire  to  state  something  further. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Very  well.  I  asked  you  to  state  last,  Mr.  Glavis, 
your  communication  with  the  office  in  which  you  transmitted  the 
third  report  of  Special  Agent  Jones,  under  date  of  November  1, 
1907,  in  relation  to  the  investigation  of  these  coal  cases,  and  if  you 
have  had  any  reply  to  that  communication. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Jones  had  explained  to  me  what  action  he  had 
taken  in  the  coal  cases,  and  we  had  commented  on  the  failure  of  the 
department  to  take  any  other  action,  and  I  suggested  that  he  write 
another  report,  which  he  did ;  and  I  think  I  approved  it,  or  initialed 
it  I  do  not  think  I  wrote  a  letter  of  transmittal.  Usually  my 
habit  was  to  initial  my  approval  of  papers.  We  heard  nothing 
(further  from  that 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  what  action  did  you  take  in  this  matter? 

The  Chairman.  Will  vou  let  me  interrupt  you  ?  You  referred  to 
what  Jones  wrote.  Is  that  the  report?  I  wish  you  would  turn  to 
your  book,  commencing  on  page  26  and  ending  on  page  33,  and  state 
if  that  is  the  report. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  this  report  is  the  report  dated  about  Novem- 
ber 1, 1907. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  in# the  book? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No,  sir;  it  is  one  of  the  documents  we  will  ask  the 
committee  to  produce.    Now  proceed,  Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Shortly  after  sending  that  report  I  received  instruc- 
tions to  proceed  to  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  investigate  the  soldier's  addi- 
tional application  for  certain  land  near  Katalla,  Alaska,  and  in  the 
Douree  of  that  investigation  I  interviewed  Mr.  Charles  D.  Davis,  I 
think  those  are  his  initials,  who  was  interested  in  the  Alaska  Petro- 
leum and  Coal  Company.  I  ascertained  from  my  conversation  with 
him  that  he  had  knowledge  about  the  various  transactions  of  the  com- 
pany relative  to  certain  Alaska  land,  and  also  a  number  of  newspaper 
articles  charging  them  with  fraud.  I  endeavored  to  get  an  affidavit 
from  him  setting  forth  those  various  connections  by  the  company 
with  the  coal  claims,  and  he  refused  to  make  any  statement  to  me, 
stating  that  they  had  discussed  that  matter  with  Commissioner  Bal- 
linger  when  he  was  in  Seattle  last  summer,  and  that  the  commissioner 
had  advised  them  not  to  make  any  statement  until  they  knew  what 
they  had  to  meet. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  jou  explain  to  the  committee  whether  the  se- 
curing of  these  affidavits  in  tne  way  you  sought  to  get  Mr.  Davis's 
affidavit  was  the  ordinary  method  you  pursued  in  preparing  those, 
cases? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  Alaska  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Bran deis.  Yes;  explain  that  fully. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that  was  practically  the  only  way  we  could  get 
evidence  in  those  coal  cases,  to  get  it  from  the  claimants  themselves, 
because  nobody  else  had  any  knowledge  of  their  understanding  and 
agreements,  and  we  had  to  rely  entirely  upon  their  evidence  in 
getting  it,  and  for  that  reason  I  was  very  anxious  to  get  Mr.  Davis's 
statement.  In  fact,  I  never  got  any  statement  from  that  Hunt 
group — I  do  not  think  I  did.    I  am  not  sure,  but  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Is  Mr.  Davis  in  the  Hunt  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  until  during  the  summer  of  1909;  some  of  the 
other  agents  had  secured  affidavits  but  they  had  not  gotten  the  true 
facts. 

The  Chairman.  Beyond  the  fact  that  Mr.  Davis  stated  to  you 
what  Mr.  Ballinger  had  said  you  knew  nothing  about  it,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  Mr.  Ballinger  about  it  in  a  report  November 
12, 1907,  in  reporting  upon  this  soldier's  additional  filing ;  I  reported 
this  conversation.  Furthermore,  as  soon  as  I  left  Mr.  Davis's  office  I 
made  a  memorandum  of  it  so  as  not  to  forget  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Have  you  that  memorandum  here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Will  you  produce  that  memorandum? 

(Mr.  Glavis  here  produced  a  memorandum.) 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Will  you  read  the  memorandum,  please. 

Mr.  Madison.  Is  this  the  original  memorandum  that  was  made  at 
the  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  I  made  it  on  an  envelope  that  I  had  in  my 
pocket  at  the  time  as  soon  as  he  went  out  of  the  room. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  this  is  the  original  that  was  made  right  at  the 
time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  And  it  is  a  memorandum  made  in  pencil? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Here  is  a  memorandum  of  a  telephone  number ;  I  do 
not  know  what  it  is — "  Main  1076."  I  do  not  know  what  that  is. 
Then  following  that  is  a  line  drawn  under  it  and  this  statement: 

Young  Davis  refused  to  make  an  affidavit  in  re  coal  claims,  stating  they  had 
asked  Judge  B.  what  to  do  about  it,  and  he  advised  them  to  do  nothing  and  not 
to  make  a  statement  untU  charges  were  filed;  they  would  then  know  just  what 
they  had  to  meet. 

Senator  Boot.  What  is  the  date  of  that,  Mr.  Olavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  November  12,  1907,  is  the  date  of  the  letter  of  trans- 
mission. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Is  the  memorandum  dated?    * 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  is  a  postmark  on  the  letter.  It  is  an  envelope 
or  a  letter  that  I  had  in  my  pocket.  The  postmark  is  October  18, 
1907, 4.30  p.  m.,  Seattle,  Wash.  Then  there  is  another  notice  on  it;  it 
does  not  refer  to  this  case  though. 

Senator  Sutherland.  You  say  you  stated  to  Mr.  Ballinger  the 
substance  of  the  talk  you  had  with  Davis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  I  stated  that  in  the  report. 

Senator  Sutherland.  What  did  Mr.  Ballinger  say  to  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  first  made  it 

Mr.  Brandem.  Would  it  not  be  desirable  to  have  the  letter  read  in 
which  he  stated  it? 
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Mr.  McCall.  Is  that  letter  printed  in  this  volume? 

Mr.  Brandei8.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

The  Chairman.  In  order  that  we  may  go  orderly  into  this  matter, 
please  hand  the  original  memorandum  to  the  stenographer. 

(The  memorandum  was  handed  to  the  stenographer.) 

Senator  Paynter.  Was  Mr.  Ballinger  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Was  this  statement  made  to  Mr.  Ballinger 
in  writing? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  was  a  statement  made  in  writing  in  a  letter  of 
November  12,  1907. 

Mr.  McCall.  What  page  is  that  on  ? 

Senator  Sutherland.  Excuse  me.  Let  me  understand  this  matter. 
I  understood  Mr.  Glavis  to  say  that  he  told  Mr.  Ballinger  of  this. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did,  but  at  a  later  date  in  discussing  the  Alaska  coal 
cases.    But  that  is  getting  ahead  of  the  sequence  of  my  story. 

Senator  Sutherland.  You  say  you  told  Mr.  Ballinger  of  this  con- 
versation.   Did  he  make  any  statement  to  you  about  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  tell  him  directly  about  that.  I  will  have  to 
go  into  that  in  order  to  have  you  understand  it  thoroughly. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Can  you  not  answer  that  question — did  you 
tell  Mr.  Ballinger  about  this  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  him  generally  of  the  rumors  that  were  floating 
around  Seattle  and  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Seattle;  that  the 
claimants  and  other  people  were  stating  that  they  were  going  to  get 
their  patents  and  were  not  going  to  have  any  further  investigation. 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  is  not  the  point  that  I '  am  directing 
your  attention  to  at  all.  Just  listen  to  my  question.  In  the  talk  you 
had  with  Mr.  Davis,  Davis  told  you  that  Judge  Ballinger  had  stated 
to  him  that  he  had  better  not  make  any  statement  about  it  until  the 
charges  had  been  filed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Did  you  make  report  to  Mr.  Ballinger  of 
that  statement  of  Davis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  did,  in  the  letter. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Did  you  tell  him  orally  at  any  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  sir;  except  what  would  be  covered  by  my  general 
statement  to  him  in  December,  1907. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Then  I  did  not  quite  understand  you*  a  mo- 
ment ago  when  you  said  you  told  him  of  this  talk  you  hacJ  with 
Davis.  *  \ 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  tf)ld  him  in  the  letter.  \ 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  is  what  you  meant?  , 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Paynter.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter?  \ 

Mr.  Glavis.  November  20, 1  think. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  November  12, 1907.  » 

The  Chairman.  On  what  page  of  this  volume  is  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Pages  33  and  34. 

Senator  Flint.  What  date  is  on  the  envelope? 

Mr.  Brandets.  The  postmark  on  the  envelope  is  October  18/  1907. 

Mr.  James.  Do  you  state  that  as  the  day  you  made  the  mejmoran- 
dum,  or  the  date  of  the  letter? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No;  that  happened  to  be  in  my  pocket  at  that  time. 

Mr.  James.  You  can  not  state,  then,  what  date  you  made  the 
memorandum  on  the  envelope? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  can,  by  consulting  my  reports,  tell  the  exact  date. 
I  talked  with  Mr.  Davis  on  these  cases,  but  I  can  not  remember. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  These  daily  reports  will  be  among  the  papers  that 
we  asked  for  in  order  that  the  dates  may  be  fixed.  The  date  of  the 
letter  is  November  12,  1907,  obviously  within  a  few  weeks,  at  the 
latest?  after  the  conversation  took  place.  The  letter,  as  the  commit- 
tee will  see,  refers  in  the  first  instance  to  this  matter  as  to  which  Mr. 
Davis  was  being  particularly  interrogated. 

The  Chairman.  You  had  better  put  in  the  letter  so  as  to  make 
the  record  complete. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  put  in  this  letter  of  November  12  and  would  like 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  particular  passage — perhaps,  with  your 
permission,  I  will  read  it 

The  Chairman.  You  need  not  read  it. 

(The  letter  is  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Portland,  Oreg.,  November  12, 1907. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  By  your  wire  dated  October  28,  1907,  you  directed  me  to  proceed  to 
Seattle  and  investigate  the  protests  filed  by  W.  M.  Bruner  and  P.  J.  Ernssard, 
both  of  said  protests  affecting  the  sufficiency  of  soldier's  additional  application 
No.  69,  made  February  20, 1906,  by  Charles  Davis,  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  as  assignee 
of  George  Bell,  at  Juneau,  Alaska.    The  protest  of  Bruner  also  states  that — 

"  It  is  a  matter  of  common  report  and  alleged  knowledge  that  Special  Agent 
Love,  of  the  tand  Department,  is  the  owner  of  one  or  more  of  said  lots,  and  is 
holding  the  same  either  in  his  own  name  or  that  of  his  wife ;  hence  he  is  an  in- 
terested party  and  not  competent  to  make  an  unbiased  report  on  a  protest  filed 
against  said  entry." 

I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  on  October  29,  1907,  I  proceeded  to  Seattle 
and  investigated  the  case  as  far  as  possible  in  that  city.  I  interviewed  Charles 
D.  Davis,  son  of  Clark  Davis,  and  secured  his  affidavit,  a  copy  of  which  is  hereto 
attached.  I  also  interviewed  W.  G.  Rogers  and  Walter  French.  They  all 
speak  in  the  highest  terms  of  Special  Agent  Love,  and  from  what  they  state  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Insinuations  made  against  the  said  soldier's  applica- 
tion can  not  be  sustained  by  the  facts.  I  presented  the  said  protests  to  the 
United  States  attorney,  who  is  of  the  opinion  that  prosecution  under  amended 
Revised  Statute  4746  could  not  be  maintained  against  Bruner,  since  his  charges 
are  based  upon  "common  report  and  alleged  knowledge."  (Paragraph  5  of 
his  protest.) 

The  charges  against  the  sufficiency  of  the  application  should  be  investigated 
by  a  special  agent  upon  the  ground.  While  the  affidavits  hereto  attached  would 
indicate  that  the  protests  are  unfounded,  and  are  false,  still  the  persons  making 
said  affidavits  are  vitally  interested  in  the  case. 

Further  investigation  can  not  be  made  in  the  States.  The  papers  transmitted 
by  you  in  your  letter  to  Special  Agent  Higby,  dated  September  30,  1907,  are 
herewith  returned. 

Mr.  H.  R.  Harriman,  attorney  for  Clark  Davis,  was  absent  at  the  time  of  my 
visit  to  Seattle,  and  from  letters  received  from  him  I  find  that  he  has  no  infor- 
mation in  the  premises.  N 

In  investigating  this  case  I  find  that  Clark  Davis  and  his  associates  are  the 
owners  of  the  Katalla  Petroleum  and  Coal  Company,  who  are  endeavoring  to 
secure  large  tracts  of  coal  lands  near  Katalla,  Alaska,  and  from  my  conversa- 
tion with  young  Mr.  Davis  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  company  are  en- 
deavoring to  acquire  more  coal  land  than  they  are  entitled  to  under  the  law. 
At  the  time  I  endeavored  to  secure  an  affidavit  from  young  Mr.  Davis  in  regard 
to  their  coal  claims,  but  he  refused  to  make  any,  stating  that  during  your  visit 
to  Seattle  last  summer  the  matter  had  been  thoroughly  explained  to  you  and 
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that  you  had  advised  them  not  to  make  any  statement  until  charges  had  been 
made,  in  order  that  you  would  know  what  they  had  to  meet.  Mr.  Davis  had 
undoubtedly  misquoted  you  in  this  report  or  they  failed  to  give  you  all  the 
facts  in  the  case.  I  would  therefore  respectfully  recommend  that  if  it  Is  de- 
sired that  I  further  Investigate  these  protests  I  also  be  authorized  to  thoroughly 
Investigate  the  coal-land  filings  and  entries  made  by  the  said  Clark  Davis  and 
his  associates. 

Very  respectfully,  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division. 

Mr.  Graham.  What  is  the  passage  that  you  particularly  call  at- 
tention to? 

Mr.  Brandei8.  It  is  the  passage  which  appears  on  page  34  in  the 
paragraph  beginning  "  In  investigating  this  case  I  find  that  Clark 
Davis  and  his  associates,"  etc. — the  last  paragraph. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  consider  that.  I  think  it  is 
unnecessary  to  read  it.  The  letter  will  be  put  in  evidence,  and  then 
the  committee  will  consider  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Very  well.  I  desire  also  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  the  fact  that  this  letter  was  specifically  acted  upon  by 
the  commissioner.  This  part  of  it  was  not  answered,  but  the  fact  that 
the  commissioner  acted  upon  it  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  on  Decem- 
ber 12,  1907,  the  commissioner  approved  the  entry  for  patent  which 
was  the  subject-matter — the  other  subject-matter — referred  to  specifi- 
cally in  the  letter,  although,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Glavis  had 
recommended  a  further  investigation. 

Mr.  James.  What  was  that  date  that  he  recommended  the  patent? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  approved  the  entry  for  patent  without  further 
investigation  on  December  12,  1907,  although  Mr.  Glavis  had  recom- 
mended a  special  investigation.  I  merely  want  to  call  attention  to 
that  in  connection  with  the  letter. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing  but  a  statement  here.  There  is 
no  evidence.  On  page  34  there  is  just  a  statement,  which  I  gather  as 
being  that  of  Mr.  Glavis.  There  is  a  line  here — "  December  12, 1907* 
commission  approved  entry  for  patent  without  further  investigation." 
That  is  a  statement  of  Mr.  Glavis  simply. 

Mr.  Graham.  What  will  the  evidence  be  as  to  the  approval  of  the 
entry  when  it  comes? 

Mfr.  Brandeis.  We  will  call  for  that  specific  paper,  which  shows 
it  as  among  the  papers,  and  it  will  appear  before  the  committee  as  a 
document. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  ap- 
proval of  this  entry  was  made  after  this  letter  was  received? 

The  Chairman.  Wot  this  entry  here. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Not  the  Alaska  coal  entrv,  but  the  soldier. 

Senator  Sutherland.  I  do  not  quite  understand  you.  What  con- 
nection has  this  statement  that  you  have  called  attention  to,  made 
"  December  12,  1907,  commissioner  approved  entry  for  patent  with- 
out further  investigation?"  What  has  that  to  do  with  the  letter 
which  Mr.  Glavis  wrote? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  shows  it  is  approved.  This  is  the  report.  This 
action — the  action  of  the  commissioner— is  an  action  taken  upon 
and  after  that  letter  of  November  12.  The  purpose  is  merely  to 
show  that  this  communication  came  to  the  attention  of  the  commis- 
sioner, because  it  appears  that  he  acted  on  a  part  of  that  letter. 

The  Chairman.  6ut  do  you  not  know  that  the  Land  Office  gets 
hundreds,  and  even  thousands,  of  letters  a  day  that  are  not  read,  and. 
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in  the  nature  of  the  case,  the  commissioner  can  not  read  them  unites 
they  are  specially  called  to  his  attention  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the -very  reason. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  show  that  Commissioner  Ballinger,  when 
he  was  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  read  this  letter,  or  that  H 
was  brought  to  his  attention? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  believe  we  can.  That  was  the  particular  point, 
bearing  in  mind  the  fact  which  the  chairman  has  called  attention  to. 
We  believe  it  to  be  important  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this 
letter  was  acted  on  by  the  commissioner  personally. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  the  fact  that  an  entry  was  made — that  thai 
other  entry  was  allowed — that  may  have  been  an  entry  that  was 
allowed  in  the  ordinary  course  of  procedure  in  the  Land  Office  and 
the  commissioner  himself  had  nothing  more  to  do  with  it  than  he 
would  with  ordinary  routine  business. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  possible. 

Mr.  Graham.  But  would  that  not  be  a  matter  for  him  to  show, 
Mr.  Chairman?  I  would  not  say  in  defense,  but  it  would  properly 
come  from  that  side. 

The  Chairman.  What? 

Mr.  Graham.  The  fact  that  it  had  been  a  mistake,  or  something 
that  had  been  overlooked,  it  might  come  affirmatively  from  that  side 
of  the  question  and  would  not  render  it  irrelevant  to  show  this  fact 

The  Chairman.  He  can  show  the  fact  by  the  letter,  but  unless  he 
follows  it  up  by  the  further  fact  that  the  letter  was  brought  to  the 
attention  of  Commissioner  Ballinger  personally,  so  that  he  knew 
about  it,  it  seems  to  me  that  he  could  not  be  charged  with  negligence 
in  this  case. 

Mr.  Graham.  In  the  ordinary  transaction  of  his  business  the 
burden  would  be  on  him,  it  seems  to  me,  to  know  about  matters  of 
that  sort ;  that  would  be  his  duty,  and  especially  in  a  matter  of  this 
sort  that  was  a  mooted  matter  about  which  there  had  been  some  con- 
troversy it  would  be  particularly  his  duty  to  know  about  it  or  to 
issue  orders  that  he  should  know,  and  the  burden  would  rest  on  him 
to  show  that  in  some  way  or  other  he  did  not  know. 
b  Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  it  is  necessary,  I  can  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  Secretary  Ballinger  in  his  statement 

The  Chairman.  Which  statement? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  his  own  statements  on  pages  75  and  76.    It  ap- 

Sears  in  the  record  that  he  did  act  on  that  letter  of  November  12.    He 
enies  the  statement. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  on  what  page? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  At  the  bottom  of  page  75 : 

As  stated  on  the  same  page  Agent  Glavis  reported  to  me,  through  letter  of 
November  12,  1907,  as  shown  in  Exhibit  4. 

Then,  I  say,  he  denies  the  statement  of  Mr.  Davis,  what  we  called 
attention  to;  that  is,  he  denies  in  this  statement  now  the  statement 
made  by  Mr.  Davis,  but  he  did  not  deny  that  statement  at  the  time. 
That  is  the  only  point  we  wish  to  call  attention  to. 

Senator  Root.  Mr.  Brandeis,  Mr.  Glavis,  in  the  letter  to  which  yon 
are  now  referring,  followed  his  statement  of  what  Mr.  Davis  said  by 
answering  it  himself? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  did. 
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Senator  Root.  Mr.  Glavis  went  on  to  say : 

Mr.  Davis  bad  undoubtedly  misquoted  you  in  this  report,  or  they  failed  to  give 
you  all  tbe  facts  in  the  case. 

Is  it  your  idea  that  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  Mr.  Glavis  had 
thus  discredited  Mr.  Davis's  statement,  and  indicated  that  he  did  not 
believe  it,  that  it  was  undoubtedly  a  misquotation,  that  any  infer- 
ences are  to  be  drawn  against  Mr.  Ballinger  because  he  did  not  pro- 
ceed to  write  to  his  subordinate  a  further  denial  of  Mr.  Davis's  state- 
ment; is  that  it? 

Mr.  Graham.  The  alternative  there,  "  or  they  failed  to  give  you  all 
the  facts  in  the  case,"  would  seem  to  make  it  incumbent  on  Mr. 
Ballinger  to  answer  the  one  or  the  other  of  those  suggestions. 

The  Chairman.  I  call  your  attention  to  page  76— — 

Senator  Root.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  you  allow  me  to  get  an  answer 
from  Mr.  Brandeis  to  my  question? 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  fact  I  called  attention  to  in  connection  with  a 
large  number  of  other  facts,  no  one  of  which  would  prove  the  case, 
but  all  of  which  have  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  coming  to  a 
final  judgment  as  to  what  the  ultimate  facts  are  with  which  the 
committee  will  ultimately  deal.  It  is  a  fact,  it  is  a  circumstance, 
which  governs  the  action  of  the  department. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  A  fact  discredited  by  Mr.  Glavis  and  absolutely  de- 
nied by  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Glavis  stated  what  any  man  would  have  stated 
under  those  circumstances,  which  was  substantially  this — phrasing  it 
in  other  words : 

I  can  not  believe  that  you  said  tbat  tiling,  or  at  least  not  If  tbe  facts  were 
stated  to  you. 

The  Chairman.  I  desire  to  call  your  attention  in  this  connection — 
and  I  think  it  comes* in  properly  at  this  point — that  we  are  here 
simply  desiring  the  facts.  On  page  76  Secretary  Ballinger  states, 
after  quoting  this  letter  that  you  have  referred  to: 

I  can  not  state  whether  any  specific  answer  was  made  to  this  letter  (Exhibit 
4),  as  the  subject-matter  was  handled  by  Division  P  of  the  General  Land  Office. 
I  did,  however,  state  to  Glavis  in  conversation  that  there  was  no  truth  In  young 
Davis's  statement 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  conference  is  the  one  that  Mr.  Glavis  has 
already  stated  he  wished  to  refer  to  fully.  It  is  the  conference  which 
he  has  not  yet  testified  to  of  December,  1907. 

Mr.  Madison.  Where  is  young  Davis  now? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  in  the  office  in  New  York  Block,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Mr.  Madison.  Is  there  any  reason  why  he  can  not  be  brought  be- 
fore the  committee  and  testify  at  first  hand  as  to  whether  or  not  he 
had  this  conversation  with  the  Secretary? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  of  any  reason  why  he  should  not.  He 
is  one  of  the  coal  claimants. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  an  interested  party. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  you  would  give  his  name  and  address  to 
the  stenographer. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Charles  D.  Davis,  New  York  Block;  Seattle,  Wash. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  regarded  this  statement  as  in  effect  an  admis- 
sion against  interests;  he  was  admitting  to  you  something  that  was 
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against  his  interests — admitting  a  fact  that  a.party  ordinarily  would 
not  admit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  a  discreet  person  would  not,  but  he  is  very  young 
and  very  talkative.    He  talks  more  than  most  people  do. 

Mr.  Madison.  Would  you  regard  him  as  a  person  who  would  prob- 
ably state  the  same  facts  to  this  committee,  or  would  you  regard  him 
as  a  perj^on  under  all  the  circumstances  whose  interests  are  such  that 
it  might  cause  him  to  state  otherwise  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  his  interests  are  such  that  he  would  state 
anything  now.  I  do  not  know.  I  may  be  doing  him  an  injustice,  but 
that  would  be  mj  opinion. 

Mr.  Denby.  Did  you  know  him  when  you  talked  with  him  before? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  introduced  myself  to  him  when  I  called  that  after- 
noon.    I  think  that  was  the  first  time  I  had  met  him. 

Mr.  Denby.  Did  you  believe  he  was  a  truthful  man  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  believed  he  was  telling  the  truth  in  this  particular. 

Mr.  Denby.  But  you  would  not  believe  him  now  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  that  I  would  not  believe  him  now.  It 
would  depend  on  what  he  said  and  the  manner  in  which  he  said  it. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you  a  question  here.  What  is  Division 
P  of  the  General  Land  Office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  Special  Service  Division. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  is  the  division  you  were  working  in? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  is  it  not  customary  when  matters  come  in 
that  division  that  they  are  referred  to  the  division  that  has  the  busi- 
ness in  charge?  Would  not  your  letter  here  referred  to  naturally  go 
to  that  division  in  the  distribution  of  business  in  the  Land  Office  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  would  go  there,  and  it  would  not  be  put  up  to 
the  commissioner  personally  at  once,  would  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  depends  on  circumstances,  as  in  many  things  they 
always  consulted  the  commissioner  and  on  others  they  aid  not. 

The  Chairman.  By  whom  is  the  mail  opened  in  the  General  Land 
Office! 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know ;  I  think  they  call  it  a  registry  division ; 
T  am  not  sure. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  not  a  division  that  governs  the  mail  and 
distribution  of  business  among  the  different  divisions? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  the  mailing  division,  I  think  they  call  it. 

The  Chairman.  When  your  letter  came  in,  would  it  not,  in  the 
natural  course  of  business  of  the  Land  Office,  be  referred  to  Divi- 
sion P?  • 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  if  it  related  to  this  kind  of  work,  and  this 
letter  did.  This  letter  would  go  to  the  division  and  to  the  clerk 
whose  initials  are  referred  to  in  the  letter — I  do  not  know  who  it 
was;  if  I  could  see  the  letter  I  could  tell  what  clerk  it  went  to. 
[Referring  to  letter.]  In  this  letter  it  does  not  show  the  date,  but 
usually  we  always  refer  to  the  division  letter  and  the  initials. 

The  Chairman.  But  was  not  the  character  of  your  letter  at  that 
time  such  that  it  would  naturally  go  to  that  division  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  this  would  have  gone  to  Division  P. 
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The  Chairman.  And  unless  the  head  of  Division  P  or  some  clerk 
in  that  division  brought  the  letter  directly  to  the  attention  of  the 
commissioner,  he  would  not  be  apt  to  know  what  was  in  it,  would  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Flint.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  anything  in  the 
files  of  the  department  that  shows  that  letters  have  attached  a  nota- 
tion to  be  sent  to  the  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Sometimes  there  are  such  notations. 

Senator  Flint.  How  are  those  notations  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  just  how  they  are  made  now,  but  often- 
times you  find  a  little  memorandum  among  the  papers  showing  that 
the  commissioner  had  been  consulted,  ana  then  again  lots  of  con- 
ferences with  the  commissioner  relative  to  a  particular  case  are  not 
noted  in  the  files.  Any  formal  talk,  where  there  is  any  specific 
action  taken,  would  not  necessarily  be  noted. 

Senator  Flint.  As  far  as  you  know,  there  is  no  system  in  the  de- 
partment which  would  show  that  a  letter  was  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  head  of  any  department,  whether  it  was  the  Commissioner 
of  the  Land  Office  or  the  Secretary  or  anyone  connected  with  the 
Land  Department? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  there  is  no  set  rule  on  that  subject.  I  do  not 
know  of  any. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  now  5  o'clock,  the  hour  of  adjournment,  and 
the  committee  will  adjourn.  We  will  have  to  have  a  few  minutes  of 
executive  session.  I  notify  you  all  that  the  open  hearing  and  the 
taking  of  testimony  will  now  be  adjourned  until  10  o'clock  Friday 
morning,  when  Mr.  Glavis  and  his  attorneys  will  be  in  attendance. 

(The  committee  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business,  and  at  5.20  p.  in.  adjourned  until  Friday,  January  28, 1910, 
at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 


PBIDAY,  JANUARY  28,  1910. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the 
Interior  Department  and  Forestry  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  28,  1910. 
The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department  and 
Forestry  Service  met  pursuant  to  adjournment  at  10  a.  m. 

Present,  Senators  Nelson  (chairman),  Flint,  Sutherland,  Root 
Fletcher,  and  Paynter;  Representatives  McCall,  Olmsted,  Denby 
Madison,  James,  and  Graham;  also  Mr.  Louis  D.  Brandeis  and  Mr. 
Joseph  P.  Cotton,  jr.,  representing  Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavis. ' 

TESTIMONY  OF  LOUIS  R.  GLAVIS— Eesnmed. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  are  you  ready  to  proceed? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.     As  requested  by  the  chairman,  I  have 

Erepared  a  list  of  the  documents  and  of  the  witnesses  we  desire  to 
ave  produced,  so  far  as  we  are  able  to  specify  at  the  present  time. 
The  Chairman.  Please  hand  that  list  to  the  clerk  of  the  committee. 
Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  last  hearing  the  question  was 
asked  whether  the  decision  had  yet  been  rendered  in  the  Wilson  Coal 
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Company  case,  and  Mr.  Glavis  and  I  stated  that  it  had  not  been  so 
far  as  we  were  aware.  It  appeared  in  yesterday's  morning  news- 
papers that  apparently  the  day  before  a  decision  nad  been  rendered 
m  that  case  by  Judge  Hanford,  restoring  the  lands  to  the  United 
States  on  the  ground  of  fraud.  We  have  no  information  on  that 
opinion,  of  course. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  say  to  counsel  in  that  respect  that  as  soon 
as  I  noted  that  article  in  the  newspaper  I  immediately  sent  a  letter  to 
the  judge  asking  him  to  see  the  clerk  of  court  and  have  him  send  us 
a  copy  of  that  decision.     The  letter  is  alreadv  on  the  way. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  At  the  last  hearing  it  will  be  remembered  that  Mr. 
Glavis  testified  that  he  had  transmitted  early  in  November 

The  Chairman.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Brandeis,  go  on  and  examine  the 
witness. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  merely  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  document,  the  report  of  November  1  of  Mr.  Jones,  which 
was  transmitted  November  1,  1907,  but  that  does  not  appear  in  the 
printed  record. 

The  Chairman.. In  this  book? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  In  this  printed  book;  and  we  have  therefore  in- 
cluded that  in  the  request  for  documents. 

The  Chairman.  Whatever  documents  you  have  specified  we  will  try 
and  get.     Proceed  with  the  examination. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Glavis,  did  you  during  the  summer  of  1907  have 
any  interview  or  conversation  with  Commissioner  Ballinger  in  regard 
to  the  Alaska  coal  lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  spoke  to  his  secretary  one  time;  at  least  his 
secretary  spoke  to  me;  Mr.  Carr  asked  me  where  Jones  was. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  were  no  specific  inquiries? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What,  if  any,  action  did  you  take  after  transmit- 
ting the  letter  of  November  12  reporting  the  conversation  with  Charles 
Davis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  a  week  after  that  Mr.  Hoyt  was  down  at  Port- 
land finishing  his  work  on  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company 
cases,  and  we  discussed  it  then.  I  told  him  what  young  Davis  had 
stated  to  me  and  what  I  had  heard  from  other  people,  and  that  the 
coal  claimants  were  stating  that  they  expected  they  would  be  able 
to  get  the  patents  and  that  no  further  investigation  would  be  made, 
and  then  he  was  telling  me  that 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  understand  whom  this  conversation  was 
with. 

Mr.  Glavis.  With  Mr.  Hoyt,  at  that  time  assistant  United  States 
attorney. 

The  Chairman.  This  was  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Hoyt? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Mr.  BalUnger  present? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  And  Mr.  Hoyt  told  me  what  some  of  the  coal 
claimants  had  stated  to  him.  The  statements  indicated  that  they 
were  fraudulent,  and  so  we  were  both  discussing  the  best  way  to  bring 
about  an  investigation,  and  we  both  felt  that  unless  an  investiga- 
tion was  made  there  would  be  a  good  deal  of  scandal  if  they  issued 
patents  on  these  fraudulent  coal  claims ;  so  we  discussed  the  advisa- 
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bility — he  advised  me  that  it  might  be  best  for  me  to  go  direct  to 
Mr.  Garfield  and  explain  to  him  the  situation.  I  did  not  want  to 
do  that;  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Garfield  very  well;  I  did  not  know  how 
he  would  like  it,  my  going  over  the  head  of  my  superior.  And  then 
he  thought  that  we  might  bring  about  an  investigation  by  going  to 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  asking  them  to  go  to  the  Secretary 
and  call  for  the  papers  and  ask  that  investigation  be  made,  or  make 
one  themselves.  Shortly  after  that  I  wrote  Mr.  Hoyt  a  personal  let- 
ter— Mr.  Schwartz. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter? 

Mr.*  Glavis.  It  is  November  22, 1  think. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  1907? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  a  letter,  Mr.  Chairman,  which  does  not 
appear  in  the  printed  record. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  in  your  list? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  have  called  for  it,  but  we  have  a  draft  of  the 
letter  which  we  can  produce  provisionally.  Will  you  produce  that 
letter,  Mr.  Glavis? 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  included  in  the  list  of  documents? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  included  in  the  list  we  called  for,  but  it  is  not 
before  the  President  or  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  wrote  this  letter  on  the  train  and  made  a  draft  of  it. 
I  do  not  know  if  it  is  an  exact  copy  or  not,  but  I  am  inclined  to  think 
it  very  near  a  copy. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  suggest,  Mr.  Brandeis,  that  there  is  no 
occasion  for  that  if  we  can  get  tne  original  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  it  would  explain.  It  is  a  very  short  letter 
and  will  explain  the  action  that  was  taken. 

The  Chairman*  The  original  letter  itself  is  the  best  evidence  if  we 
can  get  it,  and  we  had  better  try  to  keep  somewhere  within  reasonable 
bounds  of  the  rules  of  evidence. 

Mr.  Madison.  Can  you  state  that  this  letter  is  in  substance  the 
same  as  the  letter  sent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  you  make  both  at  the  same  time  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  I  wrote  them  on  the  train  and  think  it  was  my 
intention  to  send  this  one  first,  and  then  probably  the  train  was 
going  so  fast  I  was  not  satisfied  with  the  way  it  was  written,  and 
wrote  it  over  again. 

Mr.  Madison.  But  you  are  not  dissatisfied  with  it  so  far  as  sub- 
stance is  concerned? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  it  is  about  the  same. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  might  get  it  by  to-morrow. 

The  (Chairman.  I  suggest,  if  you  desire  to  put  it  in,  we  will  make 
no  objection,  but  I  suggest  it  would  be  more  regular  to  wait  and  get 
the  other  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  very  willing  to  wait. 

Mr.  Madison.  Will  this  explain  a  portion  of  his  testimony  to-day? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  reason  I  want  to  introduce  it.  We 
do  not  know  whether  it  is  the  exact  letter,  and  I  therefore  intro- 
duce a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  James.  Well,  it  is  the  substance  of  the  other  letter,  is  it? 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  it  is. 

Mr.  Madison.  If  it  is  in  the  regular  course  of  orderly  procedure  of 
evidence,  I  think  we  ought  to  have  it  now,  Mr.  Chairman.  It  can 
not  do  any  harm. 

The  Chairman.  I  just  stated  to  Mr.  Brandeis,  while  it  is  not  regular, 
if  he  prefers  to  put  it  in,  he  can  do  so. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Glavis,  will  you  read  the  letter. 

Mr.  Glavis  (reads) : 

November  22,  1907. 

Dear  Schwartz:  There  are  a  number  of  matters  which  I  think  ought  to  be  talked 
over  with  you.  One  of  which  are  the  Alaska  coal  cases.  I  am  worried  about  this 
matter  and  would  like  to  confide  in  you,  because  you  should  know  all  about  it,  even 
though  it  will  no  doubt  pain  you  as  much  as  it  has  me,  when  you  hear  it. 

It  will  do  me  a  great  deal  of  good  to  talk  over  the  Oregon  situation  also,  meeting 
the  clerks,  etc.  wire  me  at  Cheyenne  to  come  in,  if  you  possibly  can  do  so,  because 
I  am  sure  you  will  want  to  learn  the  true  situation. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Who  was  Mr.  Schwartz?  What  position  did 
he  have? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  my  superior,  chief  of  the  field  work;  "Division 
P,"  I  think  it  was  called  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  particular  Alaska  coal  claim  did  you  have 
reference  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  All  of  them. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Some  eight  or  nine  hundred? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  next  did  you  do  in  reference  to  this  matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  next  thing  I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Dennett. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  not  before  that  receive  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Hoyt? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  about  the  same  time.  I  do  not  remember 
whether  I  received  one  or  the  other. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  received  from  Mr.  Hoyt  certain  letters  of 
introduction? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  what  were  those? 

Mr.  Glavis.  A  letter  of  introduction  to  the  Sohci tor-General, 
Henry  M.  Hoyt,  and  a  letter  of  introduction  to  Mr.  Cooley,  who  was 
then  Assistant  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Have  you  those  letters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  These  letters  we  also  wish  to  introduce.  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  necessary  to  read  them,  but  they  should  be  in  the 
record^  the  letter  to  Solicitor-General  Henry  M.  Hoyt  and  the  letter 
to  Assistant  Attorney-General  A.  W.  Cooley. 

Mr.  James.  What  are  thev,  letters  of  introduction? 

Mr.  Brandeis!  Letters  of  introduction,  and  in  substance  stating 
that  they  may  rely  on  any  statements  Mr.  Glavis  makes. 

The  CJhairman.  Who  were  they  by,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Assistant  United  States  Attorney-General  Hoyt, 
at  present  attorney-general. 

Mr.  James.  Of  rorto  Rico? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Of  Porto  Rico. 
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(The  lettera'of ^introduction  referred  to  are  as  follows:) 

Seattle,  November  25,  1907. 
Hon.  Henry  M.  Hoyt,  Solicitor-General, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Harry:  This  is  to  introduce  to  your  very  favorable  attention  my  friend  and 
coworker,  Louis  R.  Glavis,  about  whom  I  have  often  written  to  you.    You  can  abso- 
lutely rely  upon  any  statements  he  makes  of  either  a  public  or  a  private  nature. 
Affectionately, 

Henry  M.  Hoyt. 


Seattle,  November  25,  1907, 
Hon.  A.  W.  Coolby,  Assistant  Attorney-General, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Cooley:  I  want  to  introduce  to  you  Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavip,  chief  of  field 
division  of  the  General  Land  Office.  He  has  done  much  good  work  in  this  country 
and  it  is  work  of  a  high  order.  He  will  correctly  inform  you  of  the  true  condition 
of  matters  about  which  I  have  written  to  you,  and  you  may  place  implicit  reliance 
upon  what  he  says. 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  Henry  M.  Hoyt. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  receive  any  reply  to  your  letter  to 
Mr.  Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Dennett. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Under  what  date* 

Mr.  Glavis.  November  27,  1907. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  you  read  that  letter?  This  also  is  a  letter 
that  does  not  appear  in  the  printed  record  and  papers  that  went  to 
the  President. 

Mr.  Glavis  (reads) : 

[Personal.] 

November  27,  1907. 
Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg.: 
My  Dear  Glavis:  We  wired  you  yesterday  to  report  in  Washington,  but  the  tele- 
gram seems  to  have  reached  Cheyenne  after  your  departure. 

This  was  in  accordance  with  the  suggestion  in  your  personal  letter  to  Schwarts, 
which  he  showed  me.  I  am  sorry  that  the  message  was  too  late  to  catch  you.  Is  it 
not  possible  for  you  to  write  a  personal  letter  to  Schwartz,  setting  out  what  you  think 
is  the  trouble?    The  letter  would  be  treated  very  confidentially. 

The  situation  that  you  write  about  is,  of  course,  a  vexed  one,  and  we  all  feel  that 
it  needs  very  skillful  treatment.  Let  Schwartz  hear  personally  from  you  on  the 
situation. 

Very  truly,  Fred  Dennett, 

Assistant  Commissioner. 

The  Chairman.     Was  that  written  from  Seattle  or  here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Washington,  D.  C,  November  27,  1907. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  write  Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett  in 
replv  to  that  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recall  doing  it,  so  I  do  not  think  I  did,  but  I  am 
not  sure. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  receive  any  telegram  from  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  About  November  7  or  8,  I  received  a  telegram 
calling  me  to  report  to  Washington,  D.  C,  immediately. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Before  proceeding  to  Washington,  did  you  take  any 
other  action  in  regard  to  these  Alaska  coal  claims  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  I  told  Mr.  Jones,  special  agent  of  the  General 
Land  Office,  attached  to  my  division  at  rortland,  to  write  a  report 
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setting  forth  just  what  action  he  had  taken  with  reference  to  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  and  he  did  so,  and  that  letter  was 
dated  December  2, 1907, 1  think. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  report,  Mr.  Chairman,  which  appears  on 
page  5  of  the  printed  record  and  which  we  desire  to  have  introduced 
in  evidence  at  this  time.  We  also  desire  to  introduce  here  the  previous 
reports  of  Mr.  Jones,  so  far  as  they  appear  in  the  printed  documents 
that  are  now  available.  There  is  the  special  report  of  Mr.  Jones,  of 
August  10,  1907,  which  appears  at  page  25,  and  the  special  report  of 
Mr.  Jones,  of  August  13,  1907,  which  appears  at  page  26.  And  then 
there  is  the  original  letter  of  instructions  directing  Mr.  Jones  to  make 
the  investigation,  the  letter  of  June  21, 1907,  which  appears  at  page  23. 
I  do  not  think  it  will  be  necessary  to  take  the  time  of  the  committee 
to  read  these  letters,  but  it  does  appear  to  be  necessary  at  this  time  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  certain  portions  of  those  letters, 
because  they  show  what  action  Mr.  Ballinger  took  from  time  to  time 
during  that  summer  in  guiding  and  directing  the  investigation  which 
was  made.  Referring  first  to  the  original  letter  of  instructions  of 
June  21 

The  Chairman.  Page  5? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No;  the  original  letter  of  instructions  to  Mr.  Jones, 
which  is  page  23. 

The  Chairman.  At  the  foot  of  the  page  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  At  the  foot  of  the  page.  You  will  see  that  Mr. 
Jones  is  requested  to  make  a  thorough  and  complete  investigation 
of  certain  charges,  and  generally  to  devote  himself  to  the  exclusion 
of  other  business,  and  to  confine  his  efforts  to  those  cases  until  he  has 
finally  covered  the  whole  field  of  investigation.  That  is  the  paragraph 
in  the  middle  of  the  twenty-fourth  page.  Turn  now  to  Mr.  Jones's 
report  at  page  5.  You  will  see  in  connection  with  his  report  of  August 
10  that  he  proceeded  on  about  June  27.  immediately  on  receipt  of  a 
letter,  to  take  up  the  investigation,  ana  almost  immediately  went  to 
Alaska,  and  that  on  his  return  he  received  the  request  to  report  to 
Commissioner  Ballinger,  who  was  then  in  Seattle,  and  who,  as  appears 
from  Mr.  Ballinger's  statement  and  from  the  letter,  was  not  in  Wash- 
ington, and  when  the  original  instructions  to  Mr.  Jones  had  been 
given  he  had  already  left  Washington  at  that  time.  It  then  appears 
in  the  report  of  August  10,  at  page  25,  that  on  July  22,  1907,  Mr. 
H.  K.  Love,  special  agent  of  the  General  Land  Office,  was  directed 
verbally  by  the  honorable  commissioner  to  join  with  Mr.  Jones  in  the 
investigation  of  the  matters  herein  referred  to.  Mr.  Love  then  at- 
tended to  the  Seattle  portion  of  the  investigation  and  Mr.  Jones  to 
that  part  covered  by  the  work  done  in  Spokane,  Wash.,  and  Port- 
land, Ores;. 

You  will  also  see  in  the  next  paragraph  the  statement : 

After  conferring  on  several  different  dates  with  the  honorable  commissioner  it  was 
decided  that  it  would  be  sufficient  for  the  time  being  to  take  statements  from  two  or 
three  persons  representing  each  "group"  of  entries  and  in  any  way  obtain  a  general 
idea  of  how  far  the  parties  taking  coal  lands  in  Alaska  were  complying  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  law  with  respect  to  the  manner  of  obtaining  title  thereto. 

And  if  the  committee  will  turn  to  page  450  of  the  record,  you  will 
find  at  the  bottom  of  the  page  among  the  papers  produced  by  Mr. 
Schwartz  the  telegram  signed  R.  A.  Ballinger,  and  dated  at  Seattle, 
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Wash.,  July  23,  1907,  to  the  Acting  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
Office: 

Suspend  action  coal  application  Ignatius  Mullen .  D .  8 .  180  await  ing  special  agents 
letter. 

Ignatius  Mullen  is  one  of  the  Cunningham  claimants,  as  you  will 
see  oy  the  reference  on  the  same  page  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  statement 
about  the  list  of  Cunningham  entries. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  was  a  son  of  the  receiver  in  the  United  States 
Land  Office  at  Juneau,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Brandeis :  Yes  sir,  he  was;  but  I  was  here  merely  calling  atten- 
tion to  one  of  the  acts  which  Commissioner  Ballinger  was  then  doing 
in  the  direction  of  these  very  matters. 

Mr.  McCall.  What  is  the  significance  of  D.  S.  180  in  that  telegram? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  Mr.  Glavis  will  be  more  familiar  with  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  declaratory  statement. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  principle  by  which  the  claim  is  identified 
on  the  books  of  the  receiver? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes.     D.  S.  180  awaiting  special  agent's  letter. 

The  Chairman.  That  means  declaratory  statement  180.  That  is 
what  it  is  known  as  in  the  files  of  the  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  is  the  first  paper  filed.  When  a  person  seeks 
to  obtain  government  land  or  some  portion  of  the  public  domain  he 
makes  a  declaratory  statement. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Under  the  coal-land  laws.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Also  under  other  laws. 

TheCiiAiRMAN.  He  does  generally;  under  other  land  laws  it  amounts 
to  his  filing. 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  are  called  different  names  under  different  laws 
of  course. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  name  we  got  from  the  old  law  of  1841 — 
file  a  declaratory  statement. 

Mr.  Brandeis,  And  it  has  a  bearing  on  this.  I  will  ask  you  to 
turn  again  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Jones  of  December  2,  appearing  on 

Sage  5;  where  he  describes  somewhat  more  fully  the  action  taken  by 
ommissioner  Ballinger: 

I  went  to  hid  office  and  he  asked  me  what  headway  I  had  made  with  the  cases. 
I  told  him  that  I  had  just  begun  the  investigation  and* had  taken  no  affidavits.  lie. 
probably  believing  that  I  wa*>  more  familiar  with  the  procedure  of  the  office  in  regard 
to  investigations  of  alleged  frauds,  loft  the  matter  to  me  for  the  tirno  being. 

Then  follows: 

"  |He  took  the  affidavits  of  quite  a  number  of  persons,  some  of  them  prominent  business 
men  of  Seattle,  and  I  took  several.  We  then  went  to  see  Judge  Ballinger  and  told  him 
how  we  were  getting  along.  He  and  Love  seemed  to  think  it  would  not  be  right  to 
disturb  the  title  to  any  of  these  lands,  upon  which  large  sums  of  money  had  been  spent 
and  various  small  investors  had  risked  their  money.  The  judge  then  asked  how  long  it 
would  take  to  complete  the  investigation.  I  said  that  if  it  were  carried  out  properly 
every  applicant  for  lands  would  have  to  be  interviewed,  and  that  if  I  were  the  only 
person  working  on  the  case  it  would  take  six  months  or  more,  as  the  applicants  are 
scattered  from  Nome,  Alaska,  to  West  Virginia.  Judge  B.  then  said  that  if  the  law 
was  so  constructed  as  to  prevent  a  number  of  men,  with  the  intention  in  good  faith,  of 
developing  this  Alaska  coal  land,  from  acquiring  title  to  more  than  640  acres,  in  case 
of  corporations  or  companies  that  have  expended  $5,000  in  improvements,  or  160  acres 
in  cases  of  an  ordinary  association  of  men,  he  was  going  to  see  what  Congress  could  do 
about  the  matter  this  winter.  He  said  that  he  thought  that  the  laws  relating  to  coal 
lands  in  Alaska  should  be  changed  anyhow,  and  he  wished  me  to  get  data  concerning 
each  group  of  entries  (see  my  report)  for  said  lands  so  as  to  enable  him  to  speak  intelli- 
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gently  before  Congress.     1  therefore  went  to  Portland  and  Spokane  and  interviewed 
ve  or  eix  en  try  men  in  each  town,  endeavoring  to  get  one  or  two  of  each  group  as 
requested. 

I  then  returned  to  Seattle  within  ten  days,  the  judge  having  asked  me  if  I  could 
return  before  he  went  to  California,  and  found  that  Love  had  interviewed  Lippy, 
Munday,  and  others. 

The  Chairman.  Lippy  and  Munday,  were  they  men  belonging  to 
the  Cunningham  group  ? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  No. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Lippy  belonged  to  the  Hunt  group  and  Munday  to 
the  Stracey  group. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Brandeis  (reading): 

Munday,  Love,  and  I  had  a  conference  with  Judge  B.,  in  the  judge's  office,  and 
Munday  made  a  plain  statement  of  what  he  intended  to  do. 

Then  follows  a  discussion  of  the  report  of  that  statement  and  the 
views  of  Commissioner  Ballinger  and  others. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Let  me  ask,  Mr.  Brandeis,  are  you  putting  in  evi- 
dence, or  arguing  the  case  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  not  endeavoring  to  read  the  whole  letters. 
I  want,  the  letters  to  go  in  fully. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  put  in  the  whole  letter? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes.  I  thought  instead  of  reading  each  one  I 
would  call  attention  to  a  few  passages.  They  are  not  very  long.  I 
want  to  call  attention  to  special  passages  showing  the  participation 
of  Commissioner  Ballinger  in  directing  this  investigation,  and  what 
was  being  done  during  this  period. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  is  to  make  a  connected  story  and  to  explain 
his  subsequent  action? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That's  it,  precisely;  and  because  I  believe  that 
matter  had  been  overlooked  by  the  Attorney-General  and  the  Presi- 
dent in  the  statement  that  Commissioner  Ballinger's  relation  to  this 
matter  while  he  was  commissioner  was  formal. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  My  suggestion  was  merely  that  I  thought  the  whole 
letter  should  go  in. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  desire  to  put  in  these  letters  that  I  refer  to,  and 
I  expect  them  to  go  in  full  and  hope  to  save  the  time  of  the  committee 
by  not  reading  them. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  understand  you  have  offered  them  and  they  are 
now  in  evidence? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  So  I  understand. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  He  has  not  offered  them;  he  has  only  called  atten- 
tion to  disjointed  parts  of  them. 

Mr.  Madison.  \  ou  are  simply  calling  our  particular  attention  to 
them? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  introduced  these  four  documents 
that  I  have  spoken  of. 

Mr.  Graham.  You  read  the  word  " constructed"  as  tl construed.7 ' 
That  was  a  typographical  error,  I  presume?  I  presume  that  is 
''constructed?* 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  It  would  make  a  material  difference. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  also  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  appearing 
in  this  same  letter,  the  next  paragraph. 
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The  Chairman.  In  the  letter  on  page  5? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  6,  the  last  paragraph: 

When  I  handed  in  my  report  to  the  judge  for  his  inspection  (referriug  to  the  report 
of  August  10)  and  information,  ho  said  that  1  had  done  very  well  with  the  investiga- 
tion. I  never  heard  anything  more  from  the  General  Land  Office  as  to  the  disapproval 
or  approval  of  the  report,  and  so  I  concluded  that  my  action  in  the  premises  was 
satisfactory. 

And  also  the  last  sentence,  in  which  he  says: 

I  have  reiterated  and  protested  by  letter  that  the  investigation  of  these  entries 
should  not  be  stopped,  and  I  trust  that  you  may  have  the  duty  of  carrying  out  the 
investigation  to  its  completion  and  woula  like  to  assist  you  in  the  work. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  for  my  own  information  of  either  you 
or  Mr.  Glavis:  Was  not  there  an  earlier  report  from  Mr.  Jones  on  these 
coal  claims,  an  earlier  report  than  this? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Than  of  December  2? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  was  one  other  report,  namely,  the  report  or 
affidavit,  in  whatever  form  it  was.  I  have  not  seen  it.  That  was 
dated  November  1,  1907,  and  transmitted  by  Mr.  Glavis,  who,  in  the 
meantime,  had  become  his  superior  officer  as  head  of  that  division. 
It  was  transmitted  under  date  of  November  5.  That  is  the  paper  I 
referred  to  this  morning  as  not  being  in  Senate  Document  No.  248, 
and  that  we  had  called  ror. 

Mr.  James.  Where  is  Mr.  Jones,  who  wrote  this  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  in  Portland,  Oreg.,  special  agent. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  he  is  one  of  the  witnesses  we  have  named  in 
the  list  we  have  presented  that  ought  to  be  called  before  the  committee. 

(The  letters  introduced  in  evidence  by  Mr.  Brandeis  are  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  La  no  Office, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  December  2,  1907. 
Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division  No.  1,  Portland,  Oreg. 

Dear  Sir:  In  compliance  with  your -verbal  request  of  this  date,  I  herewith  outline 
to  you  the  different  steps  taken,  conversations  had  with  parties,  not  mentioned  in  my 
report  on  the  case,  and  instructions,  verbal,  received  from  the  honorable  Commis- 
sioner of  the  General  Land  Office,  R.  A.  Ballinger,  relative  to  the  investigation  of  the 
alleged  fraudulent  coal-land  entries  in  Alaska. 

I  received  instructions  about  June  27,  1907,  from  the  General  Land  Office  to  go  to 
Alaska  and  make  investigation  into  certain  complaints  touching  the  entries  of  coal 
lands  in  that  district.  1  went  to  Juneau,  Alaska,  and  took  a  list  of  all  entries  that 
have  been  recorded  in  the  office  at  that  point  and  up  to  the  date  of  my  investigation. 
Returning  to  Seattle  1  was  told  that  Judge  Ballinger  wished  to  see  me  about  the  coal- 
land  matters.  I  therefore  went  to  hi?  office  and  he  asked  me  what  headway  I  had 
made  with  the  cases.  I  told  him  that  1  had  just  begun  the  investigation  and  had 
taken  no  affidavits.  lie,  probably  believing  that  I  was  more  familiar  with  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  office  in  regard  to  investigations  of  alleged  frauds,  left  the  matter  to  me 
for  the  time  being. 

About  this  time  I  had  met  Mr.  U.K.  Love,  special  agent,  located  in  Alaska,  and  I 
took  him  to  Judge  Ballingcr's  office  and  introduced  him  to  the  Judge.  Mr.  Love  was 
desirous  of  prolonging  his  stay  in  Seattle,  for  family  reasons,  and  it  was  agreed  that  he 
should  assist  in  the  investigation  of  these  entries.  He  took  the  affidavits  of  quite  a 
number  of  persons,  some  of  them  prominent  business  men  of  Seattle,  and  I  took 
several.  We  then  went  to  see  Judge  Ballinger  and  told  him  how  we  were  getting 
along.  He  and  Love  seemed  to  think  that  it  would  not  be  right  to  disturb  the  title 
to  any  of  these  lands,  upon  which  largo  sums  of  money  had  been  spent  and  various 
email  investors  had  risked  their  money.  The  Judge  then  asked  how  long  it  would 
take  to  complete  the  investigation.  1  said  that  if  it  were  carried  out  properly,  every 
applicant  for  lands  would  have  to  be  interviewed  and  that  if  I  were  the  only  person 
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working  on  the  case,  it  would  take  six  months  or  more,  as  the  applicants  are  scattered 
from  Nome,  Alaska,  to  West  Virginia.  Judge  B.  then  said  that  if  the  law  was  so 
constructed  as  to  prevent  a  number  of  men,  with  the  intention,  in  good  faith,  of 
developing  this  Alaska  coal  land,  from  acquiring  title  to  more  than  640  acres,  in  case 
of  corporations  or  companies,  that  have  expended  ?5,000  in  improvements,  or  160 
teres  in  cases  of  an  ordinary  association  of  men,  he  was  going  to  see  what  Congress 
could  do  about  the  matter  this  winter.  He  said  that  he  thought  that  the  laws  relating 
to  coal  lands  in  Alaska  should  be  changed  anyhow,  and  he  wished  me  to  get  data 
concerning  each  group  of  entries  (Bee  my  report)  for  said  lands  so  as  to  enable  him 
to  speak  intelligently  before  Congress.  I  therefore  went  to  Portland  and  Spokane 
and  interviewed  five  or  six  entrymen  in  each  town,  endeavoring  to  get  one  or  two 
of  each  group,  as  requested. 

I  then  returned  to  Seattle,  within  ten  days,  the  judge  having  asked  me  if  I  could 
return  before  he  went  to  California,  and  found  that  Love  haa  interviewed  Lippy, 
Munday,  and  others.  Munday,  Love,  and  I  had  a  conference  with  Judge  B.,  in  the 
judge's  office,  and  Munday  made  a  plain  statement  of  what  he  intended  to  do.  He 
said,  in  so  many  words,  that  he  intended  to  get  as  much  coal  land  as  possible.  He 
admitted  that  he  had  other  people  file  on  lands  for  him,  and  in  one  or  two  instances, 
if  I  remember  correctly,  he  had  supplied  the  money  himself.  I  recollect  that  Munday 
and  I  had  quite  an  argument  at  the  time.  He  said  that  he  wanted  to  go  about  this 
matter  in  the  proper  way  and  did  not  want  to  get  anything  illegally,  and  that  he  did 
not  think  that  he  was  getting  anything  illegally.  I  said  that  if  the  procurement  of 
persons  who  did  not  have  money  to  make  the  payments  required  by  law  and  whose 
rights  were  merely  being  used  by  Munday  and  his  associates  for  their  own  gain  was 

Sroceeding  in  a  legal  manner,  then  my  knowledge  of  the  spirit  of  all  land  laws  was  very 
efective,  as  I  supposed  that  one  could  not  barter  away  nis  rights  or  give  another  an 
interest  therein  before  getting  title  to  the  land. 

The  judge  was  asked  by  Munday  to  say  whether  or  not  his  scheme  for  getting  these 
lands  was  legal,  but  the  judge  refused  to  commit  himself. 

Love  did  not  wish  to  appear  to  be  very  active  in  this  investigation,  and  the  judge 
appeared  to  be  in  a  hurry  to  have  me  get  through  with  the  investigation,  which  I 
regarded  as  a  preliminary  one;  so  I  therefore  made  my  report  on  the  matter  and 
returned  to  Portland,  Oreg. 

There  was  no  concealment  of  facts  in  any  instance  during  my  investigation  by  the 
applicants,  except  in  the  case  ota  man  in  Spokane  who  was  engineering  the  Doughten 
deal.  I  do  not  recollect  his  nan%,  but  he  denied  that  he  had  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  matter.  All  the  other  applicants  came  out  boldly  in  their  statements.  Those 
who  were  financing  a  company  or  had  stock  in  some  organization,  based  upon  this 
coal  land,  frankly  told  me  what  they  expected  to  do  with  the  land  and  answered 
every  other  question  that  I  asked  with  equal  frankness. 

When  I  handed  in  my  report  to  the  judge  for  his  inspection  and  information  he 
said  that  I  had  done  very  well  with  the  investigation.  I  never  heard  anything  more 
from  the  General  Land  Office  as  to  the  disapproval  or  approval  of  the  report,  and  so 
I  concluded  that  my  action  in  the  premises  was  satisfactory.    I  have  reiterated  and 

frotested  by  letter  that  the  investigation  of  these  entries  should  not  be  stopped,  and 
trust  that  you  may  have  the  duty  of  carrying  out  the  investigation  to  its  completion 
and  would  like  to  assist  you  in  the  work. 

Very  respectfully,  Horace  Tillard  Jones, 

Special  Agent,  Q.  L.  0. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  tl,  1907. 
Mr.  Horace  T.  Jones, 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office,  Portland,  Oreg. 

Sir:  October  6,  1905,  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  submitted  to  this  office  a  letter 
setting  out  various  schemes  under  which  coal  lands  were  being  entered  in  Alaska. 
With  said  letter  he  submitted  copy  of  an  affidavit  made  by  David  Lawrence  White, 
dated  the  6th  of  September,  1905,  at  Catalla,  Alaska. 

Under  dates  of  November  9,  1905,  and  March  20,  1906,  Mr.  M.  S.  Duffield,  writing 
from  Valdez,  Alaska,  setting  forth  with  some  particularity  that  Mr.  Frank  Watson. 
at  Seattle,  Wash.,  as  representative  of  certain  Chicago  capitalists  by  that  name,  had 
taken  steps  to  secure  13,280  acres  of  Chickaloon  Creek  coal  lands  on  the  Matanuska 
River,  Alaska;  that  in  making  the  applications  for  these  lands,  83  names  had  been 
used.  Some  of  these  names  are  alleged  to  be  people  living  in  Seward  and  others  were 
Seattle  laborers.    The  effect  of  the  statements  contained  in  Mr.  Duffield's  letters  is 
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that  these  parties  were  engaged  in  a  criminal  conspiracy  denounced  in  section  5440. 
Revised  Statutes,  the  object  of  which  conspiracy  was  to  illegally  acquire  title  to  coal 
lands  contrary  to  the  statutes  in  relation  thereto.  From  the  affidavit  of  David  L. 
White,  above  referred  to,  it  appears  that  A.  H.  Stracey,  local  manager  and  representa- 
tive of  the  Pacific  Oil  and  Coal  Company  (Limited),  commonly  known  locally  as  the 
"  English  Company,"  was  indicated  as  being  engaged  in  hiring  persons,  some  of  whom 
were  designated  in  his  affidavit  by  name,  for  the  purpose  of  entering  each  160  acres  of 
coal  lands  for  the  benefit  of  said  company,  and  they  were  to  receive  for  making  said 
locations  the  sum  of  $100,  and  they  were  also  paid  at  the  rate  of  $2.25  a  day  for  doing 
assessment  work  upon  such  lands. 

I  have  attached  to  this  letter  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  Mr.  Love  of  October  6,  1905;  the 
affidavit  of  David  L.  White  of  September  6,  1905,  and  the  letters  of  Mr.  Duffield  of 
November  25, 1905,  and  March  2,  1906,  and  a  description  of  the  coal  declaratory  state- 
ments made  by  parties  for  lands  in  that  locality  so  far  as  they  appear  on  record  in  this 
office,  all  of  which  may  be  of  service  to  you  in  your  investigations.  In  addition 
thereto,  I  inclose  you  copies  of  letter  of  Henry  R.  Harriman,  attorney  at  Seattle, 
Wash.,  dated  October  10, 1905,  to  Mr.  Love;  a  copy  of  letter  of  inquiry  of  November  14, 
1906,  from  George  F.  Mundy,  Seattle,  together  with  a  copy  of  the  reply  of  this  office  te 
Mr.  Mundy  dated  November  30,  1906:  also  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  this  office  of  December 
11,  1905,  to  Special  Agent  Love,  which  last-mentioned  series  of  inclosures  may  or  may 
not  be  of  importance  in  your  investigation. 

.  This  office  also  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  these  complaints  are  about  two  yean 
old,  and  if  there  has  been  incurred  a  criminal  liability  the  matter  must  be  presented 
to  a  United  States  grand  jury  within  three  years  of  the  last  overt  act  taken  with  a 
view  of  consummating  the  purpose  of  the  conspiracy. 

It  is  desired  by  this  office  that  you  make  a  thorough,  complete,  and  energetic  inves- 
tigation of  the  charges  contained  in  Mr.  Duffield's  letter  and  those  referred  to  in  Mr. 
White's  affidavit,  and  any  other  like  violations  of  the  law  in  reference  to  coal  entries 
in  that  locality.  This  you  will  do  to  the  exclusion  of  any  other  business,  and  you 
will  confine  your  efforts  to  these  cases  until  such  time  as  you  have  thoroughly  covered 
the  whole  field  of  investigation. 

As  a  preliminary  to  your  work  it  is  suggested  that  you  give  a  few  days'  time  to  a 
consultation  of  the  decisions  as  found  in  the  Federal  and  Supreme  Court  reports  upon 
the  question  of  conspiracy  under  section  5440,  and  perjury  and  subornation  referred 
to,  and  that  you  will  also  read  and  take  note  of  those  court  cases  which  have  particular 
application  to  coal  lands.  Among  them  is  the  case  q^the  United  States  v.  The  Trini- 
dad Coal  and  Coke  Company,  reported  in  137  U.  S.  After  you  have  made  yourself 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  laws  it  is  alleged  these  parties  have  violated,  and 
with  the  decisions  of  the  courts  as  to  what  state  of  facts  constitute  such  violations, 
you  will  proceed  with  your  investigation  in  the  field.  In  making  such  investigation 
you  will  endeavor  to  interview  all  of  the  alleged  fraudulent  or  dummy  entrymen  and 
procure  from  them  affidavits  setting  up  the  true  Btate  of  facts  under  which  these 
entries  were  made.  You  are  particularly  charged  with  the  necessity  of  securing,  in 
affidavit  form,  whatever  evidence  you  expect  subsequently  to  be  used  to  advantage 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  likewise  any  evidence  which  tends  to  show  the  cooa 
faith  of  any  particular  transaction.  In  making  your  investigations  you  will  also  Dear 
in  mind  the  fact  that  criminal  liability  in  these  cases  expires  within  three  yean  from 
the  date  of  the  crime  of  perjury  or  subornation  of  perjury  and  from  the  date  of  the 
last  overt  act  in  the  consummation  of  any  conspiracy,  and  you  will  therefore  give 
preference  in  time  in  examination  where  it  is  necessary  by  reason  of  such  statute. 

You  have  been  selected  to  make  this  examination  for  the  reason  that  this  office 
believes  that  you  have  the  necessaryability  and  integrity,  and  you  are  authorized  to 
travel  to  such  points  in  Alaska  or  Western  States  as  may  be  necessary  in  order  to 
cover  the  investigation.  It  will  probably  be  necessary  for  you  to  examine  the  records 
in  the  land  office  at  Juneau. 

From  time  to  time,  as  this  investigation  progresses,  and  as  you  take  affidavits,  you 
will  submit  preliminary  reports  informing  this  office  of  the  progress  you  are  making 
and  attach  thereto  copies  of  the  affidavits  and  other  evidence  secured  by  you. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  work  will  require  your  presence  in  Alaska  at  different 
times  and  will  necessitate  more  than  the  ordinary  expenses  upon  your  per  diem 
account,  this  office  will,  upon  receipt  of  a  wire  from  you  that  you  have  entered  upo* 
this  investigation,  submit  to  the  department  a  recommendation  that  your  salary  be 
increased  per  annum. 

Very  respectfully,  Fbed  Dennett, 

Acting  Commissioner. 

(Morris  F.  Duffield's  present  address  is  box  284,  Ely,  Nev.) 
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DXPABTMENT  OF  THE   INTERIOR,  GENERAL  LAND  OFFICE, 

Seattle,  August  10, 1907. 
Honorable  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  By  letter  dated  June  21,  1907,  Special  Agent  Horace  T.  Jones  was  instructed 
to  make  a  thorough  and  complete  investigation  of  certain  charges  contained  in  the 
letter  of  M.  S.  Duffield,  of  Valdez,  Alaska,  affecting  the  question  of  the  bona  fides  of 
certain  applications  to  enter  the  coal  lands  of  Alaska. 

Special  Agent  Jones  on  June  27,  1907,  addressed  a  letter  to  M.  S.  Duffield,  then 
said  to  be  at  Ely,  Nev.,  asking  Mr.  Duffield  for  further  particulars  regarding  the  sub- 

J'ect-matter  of  his  said  charges.    The  answer  of  Mr.  Duffield,  dated  July  17,  1907,  is 
lereto  attached  and  marked  "Exhibit  A." 

After  a  trip  to  the  United  States  land  office  at  Juneau,  Alaska,  Mb.  Jones  came  to 
Seattle,  Wash.,  with  a  complete  list  of  all  coal-land  filings  in  the  United  States  land 
office  at  Juneau  made  to  me  date  of  Mr.  Jones's  departure  for  Seattle.  The  said 
application  of  filings,  number  523,  33  of  which,  in  the  group  hereinafter  referred]  to 
as  the  " Cunningham  group,"  have  had  entry  made  upon  them. 

On  July  22,  1907,  Mr.  H.  K.  Love,  special  agent  of  the  General  Land  Office,  was 
directed  verbally  by  the  honorable  commissioner  to  join  with  Mr.  Jones  in  the  inves- 
tigation of  the  matters  herein  referred  to.  Mr.  Love  attended  to  the  Seattle  portion 
of  the  investigation  and  Mr.  Jones  to  the  part  covered  by  the  work  done  in  Spokane, 
Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg. 

After  conferring  on  several  different  dates  with  the  honorable  commissioner  it  was 
decided  that  it  would  be  sufficient  for  the  time  being  to  take  statements  from  two  or 
three  persons  representing  each  "group"  of  entries  and  in  any  way  obtain  a  general 
idea  of  how  far  the  parties  taking  coal  lands  in  Alaska  were  complying  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  law  with  respect  to  the  manner  of  obtaining  title  thereto. 

Since  beginning  the  investigation  we  have  taken  about  25  statements  from  the 
different  persons  representing  the  aforesaid  "groups,"  and  the  said  statements  are 
hereto  attached  ana  made  a  part  of  this  report  and  will  be  enumerated  herein  by 
numbers  of  exhibits  referring  to  said  soups: 

M.  A.  Green  group. — See  Exhibits  Nos.  1  to  7,  inclusive. 

E.  J.  Rathbone  group.See  Exhibits  Nos.  8  and  9. 

C.  H.  Doughton  group.— See  Exhibits  10,  11,  and  12. 

/.  R.  Young  group.See  Exhibits  13  and  14. 

W.  N.  Letcher  group.— See  Exhibit  No.  15. 

Frank  Watson  group. — See  Exhibit  No.  16. 

James  T.  Roy  lis  group. — See  Exhibit  No.  17. 

Chesum  group. — See  Exhibit  No.  18. 
*   A.  E.  Steacy  group.See  Exhibit  No.  19  and  Exhibit  20. 

C.  Cunningham  group.See  Exhibit  No.  21. 

James  Wardell  aroup.See  Exhibit  22  and  Exhibit  23. 

Christopher  anaSimmonds  group.See  Exhibit  No.  24. 

A.  B.  Hunt  group.— See  Exhibit  No.  25. 

The  "groups"  represented  by  the  following  agents  will  not  be  reported  on  in  this 
report,  for  the  reason  that  the  individuals  making  up  the  said  groups  reside  without 
the  vicinity  of  Seattle.  Portland,  or  Spokane;  and  it  was  thought  that  a  sufficient 
amount  of  data  could  be  secured  from  these  persons  who  were  nearer  headquarters 
to  enable  the  agents  in  this  investigation  to  make  a  showing  in  the  matter  that  would 
result  in  further  investigations  of  all  the  entries  or  applications. 

The  "groups'*  referred  to  above  are: 
L.  A.  Thurston  group. 
John  W.  Hartline  group. 
Torger  A.  Feed  group. 
Robert  A.  Foster  group. 
A.  E.  Dickerman  group. 
George  Harkrader  group. 
A.  F.  Runnells  group. 
N.  E.  Smith  group. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  groups  there  are  a  number  of  filings  which  appear  to  have 
been  made  by  the  individual  person. 

While  taking  the  statement  of  J.  R.  Young,  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  he  said  that  the  Chris- 
topher claims  were  in  a  pool  or  combine,  and  that  a  notary  public  in  Alaska,  named 
Hamilton,  had  made  out  filing  papers  and  powers  of  attorney  in  the  names  of  persons 
who  did  not  realize  that  their  names  were  being  used  for  that  purpose  and  knew 
nothing  of  the  matter.  The  Christopher  group  and  the  Siminonds  srroup  appear  to 
be  under  the  same  management. 
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In  a  search  for  one  S  R.  Blonger, located  by  George  Simmonds,  agent,  it  was  learned 
that  he,  Blonger,  had  moved  to  Denver,  Colo.,  but  his  street  address  could  not  be 
found.  A  Mrs.  Dickson,  with  whom  Blonger  formerly  roomed  here  in  Seattle,  Wash, 
a  negress,  stated  that  she  had  heard  Blonger  talk  of  his  coal  claim;  that  he  belonged 
to  Borne  sort  of  club;  and  that  all  the  members  of  the  club  had  coal  claims  and  handled 
them  on  shares.  These  claims  are  in  Alaska;  that  Blonger  went  down  three  or  four 
times  to  sign  some  papers  in  connection  with  his  coal  claim. 

E.  House,  located  by  E.  G.  Rathbone,  agent,  stated  that  he  knows  nothing  of  his 
claim  more  than  that  he  has  paid  about  $100,  and  that  he  will  get  stock  from  the 
Anglo-American  Coal  and  Coke  Company  after  a  while;  that  George  H.  Hill,  Fred 
Stanley,  and  H.  L.  Pittock  are  at  the  head  of  the  said  coal  company;  that  he  trusted 
the  entire  management  of  the  coal  claim  with  the  aforesaid  gentlemen. 

Ignatius  Mullen,  son  of  the  receiver  of  the  United  States  land  office  at  Juneau, 
Alaska,  was  located  on  a  coal  claim  in  Alaska  by  Clarence  Cunningham.  Mullen, 
senior,  states  that  he  has  put  about  $3,600  into  his  son's  claim,  but  I  think  he  claims 
that  this  money  is  by  way  of  a  loan  to  said  son.  A  statement  will  be  taken  from  the 
son  when  he  can  be  found,  and  one  from  Mullen,  senior,  when  Mr.  H.  K.  Love,  special 
aeent,  returns  to  Juneau,  which  will  establish  the  good  or  bad  faith  of  this  coal-land 
filing  of  Ignatius  Mullen. 

A  complete  list  of  all  filings  made  up  to  the  time  of  the  departure  of  Special  Agent 
Jones  from  Juneau,  Alaska,  about  July  17,  1907,  will  be  forwarded  in  a  short  time 
with  as  many  street  addresses  of  locators  as  can  be  secured. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  majority  of  the  statements  taken  in  this  matter  seem  to 
indicate  that  the  lands  which  are  subject  to  this  investigation  appear  to  have  been 
taken  under,  to  say  the  least,  a  misapprehension  of  the  rights  of  the  parties  to  combine 
and  locate  together  under  one  financial  arrangement,  it  is  respectfully  recommended 
that  a  strict  investigation  be  further  made  of  each  and  every  locator's  connection  with 
other  locators  in  the  groups  above  mentioned. 

This  is  particularly  necessary  in  the  matter  of  the  locations  made  by  Christopher, 
Simmons,  Doughton,  Stracey,  and  Chezum. 

Respectfully,  Horace  Tillabd  Jones, 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office. 


Exhibit  3. 

Department  op  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Portland,  Oreg.,  August  IS, 1907. 
Honorable  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  Referring  to  my  investigation  of  certain  coal-land  applications  for  land  in 
Alaska,  I  have  the  following  list  of  names  with  the  city  and  state  address  of  the  appli- 
cant for  use  by  your  office  in  a  further  investigation  of  frauds  in  coal  lands  in  Alaska: 

Spokane,  Wash. 


Applicant's  name. 


Anderson,  Andrew 

Boyd,  Geo.  W 

Jacobs,  Fred 

Oehler,  Chris  D 

Oehler,  Arthur  J 

Oehler,  John  E 

Tetherlll.  Kin* 

Bin*,  Christina  F 

Boettscner,  Wm.  F 

Brown,  Wilhemtna 

Capell,  Walter  D 

Coffin,  Geo.  H 

Due  her.  Jos 

Dunn,  Wm.  L 

Evans,  Mrs.  Francis  A. 

Gtmmill,  Louis  C 

Hay  hurst,  Laura 

Kalez,  Martin  J 

Loom  is,  A-lnah  I 

Lud  wig,  Carrie 

Martin,  Samuel  L 

Moor,  Arthur  II 

Mudgptt,  flfo 


►.8.  No. 

Name  of  agent. 

498 

Doughton,  C.  R. 

4W 

Do. 

491 

Do. 

492 

Do. 

403 

Do. 

404 

Do. 

483 

Do. 

478 

Do. 

480 

Do. 

487 

Do. 

4fi9 

Do. 

4ti,f> 

Do. 

406 

Do. 

474 

Do. 

4f.l 

Do. 

IM 

Do. 

W 

Do. 

liiO 

Do. 

I'M) 

Do. 

472 

Do. 

475 

Do. 

497 

Do. 

4(>2 

Do. 
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Spohane,  Wash. — Continued. 


Applicant's 


D.  S.  No. 


Name  of  agent. 


Mueller,  Pauline 

Mueller,  Godfred  H 

Murphy,  Jos.  M 

Palmer.  Grant 

Peck,  Milton  L 

Peters,  Lincoln  M 

Peterson,  Cristina 

Peterson,  Lawrence 

Bengfelder,  Fred 

Bengfelder,  John 

WoUennan,  Geo.  J 

Wolferman.  Martin 

Mclntyre,  Mrs.  Mabel  B 

Murphy,  T.  Waldo 

Watson.  Frank. 

Burdridge,  Fred 

OampbeD,  A.  B 

Cunningham,  Jno.  G 

Doneen,  Michael 

Finch,  Jno.  A 

Jones,  Arthur  D 

Mason.  Fred  H 

Neal,ios.  H 

Neal,  Reginald  K 

Riblett,  Byron  C 

Sweeney,  Chas 

Baty,  T.J 

Laberee,  O.  G 

Laberee,  R.J 

Moore.  Harvey  8 

Strickland,  Rem 


467 
482 
463 
488 
468 
477 
476 
470 
471 
473 
495 
464 
106 
197 
198 
191 
161 
175 
163 
171 
183 
185 
183 
186 
167 
165 
521 
372 
374 
369 
876 


Doughton,  C.  R. 

Do! 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Cheium,  8.  C. 

Do. 

Do.  < 

Cunningham,  C. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Thurston,  L.  A. 
Watson,  Frank. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


The  following  addresses  are  in  different  parte  of  the  State  of  Washington: 


Applicant. 


D.8. 


Agent. 


Address. 


Robinson,  Knight 

Cheium,  F.  O 

Chexum,  L.  B 

Baker,  W.  W 

Clark,  Jas.  F 

Collins,  H.  W 

Dahlgren,  Walfred 

DaYidaon,  Fred  C 

Doyle,  Miles 

Hahted,Geo.S 

Doyle,  Patrick 

Leed,B.F 

Leed,  Belle 

Leeper,  Leon  D 

LlnSsley,  A.  L 

Long,  Dare 

Marterson,  Michael  L... 

Miller,  Matt 

Moore,  Frank  A 

Moore,  Miles  C 

Morrow,  M 

Patterson,  MUo 

Peters,  Jas 

RothwelLWm 

Roust,  AlvinO 

8mith,  Minnie  V 

ftwanson.  Swan 

Wllloughby,  Adeline  C. 

Wllloughby,  F.  A 

Wllloughby,  Jos.  K.... 
Wllloughby,  Sarah C... 

Cable,  Harry  E 

Christopher,  Thomas. ., 

Thurston.  A.  L , 

Poston,  N 

Christopher.  E.  A.  D.„ 
Faircndd,  Emily  C..... 

Falrchild,  Geo.  F 

Foster,  Katnerine  L... 

Foster,  Mary  R 

24091— vol  1 


486 

106 
149 
173 

36 
164 
120 
166 

19 

25 

13 
103 
101 

23 
188 
484 
218 

15 
176 
172 

85 
485 

21 
6 

81 
850 
119 
515 
613 
8 
514 
890 
228 
622 
124 
222 
393 
389 


Dough  ton,  C.  H., 
Chezum,  8.  C... 

do , 

Cunningham,  C. 

Cunningham,  C.  < 

(?) 
Cunningham,  C. . 


Green,  M. 
do. 


*>% 


Young,    

Doughton,  C.  H.. 


Christopher,  C. 

(?) 
Cunningham,  C... 

do 

Green,  M.  A 

Doughton,  C.  H.... 

i 

Feed,  Torger  A 

Wllloughby,  O.  L.. 

do 

do 

do 

Foster,  R.  A 

Christopher  C , 

Thurston,  L.  A . . . . 

Young,  J.  R 

Christopher.  C 

Foster,  R.  A 

do 

do 


892  do. 

10 5 


Deer  Park,  Wash. 
Pierce  Co.,  Wash. 
Tacoma,  Wash. 
Walla  Walla,  Wash. 
Clallam,  Wash. 
Rockford,  Wash. 
Wllsoncreek.  Wash. 
Oaksdale,  Wash. 
Sidney,  Wash. 
Tacoma,  Wash. 
Sidney.  Wash. 
Lakeside,  Wash. 

Do. 
Ballard,  Wash. 
Brldgefleld. 
Deer  Park,  Wash. 
Grand  Mound,  Wash. 
Ballard.  Wash. 
Walla  Walla,  Wash. 

Do. 
North  Bend,  Wash. 
Plaza,  Wash. 
Reedrille.  Wash. 
Tacoma,  Wash. 
Ballard,  Wash. 
Kettle  Falls. 
Ballard,  Wash. 
735  Wilbert  street,  Port  Townsend,  Wash. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
1068  Washington  street,  Oakland,  Cal. 
San  Diego,  Cal. 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
San  Francisco,  CaL 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
1068  Washington  street,  Oakland,  Cal. 

Do. 
707  West  Twenty-eighth  street,  Los  Angelas, 
Cal. 

Do. 
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Applicant. 


D.6. 


Agent. 


Address. 


Robinson,  M.L 

Roessner,  Henry  W . . 

8mlth,  Ella  W 

Wells,  Edwin  M 

White,  R.  A 

White,  Carrie 

White,  Mrs.  Anna.... 
Thompson,  Georgian* 
Sconeid,  Andrew  L... 

Jones,  Minerva  F 

Goodwin,  W.L 

Barber,  R.  8 

Barber,  E.  L 

Alisky,  Lucille 

Allsky,Chas 

Dlckeraon,  Addle  M.. 
Dlckerson,  Frank  A . . 
Dlckeraon ,  Nancy  M . . 
liayher,  Josephine  C. 

Wyman,  Walter 

Wyxnan,  Arthur 

Mcllhome,  Arthur  J. . 

Powell,  Jno.  H 

Capp,  Frank  N 

Deuiour,  Frank  D — 

Haeden,  Thos.  M 

Howard,  N 

Hyde,  ArveneS 

Jones,  Rich.  E 

Kelly,  Fred  T 

Leyans,  Fred  B 

McCready,  H.  A 

McFarlane,  F.  L 

Maxwell,  Franks.... 

Moore,  Levering 

Foole,Wm.H 

Nolan,  P.M 

Rundell,  Miller  H.... 

Root,F.J 

Shaw,  Jos.  J 

Skinner ,  Harvey  E . . . 
Shoemaker,  Chas.  W. 

Trumbull,  Chas 

Thomas,  Burton 

Appleton.H.  M 

Bcdlent,  Sarah  E 

Christopher,  Geo.  W. . 

Wrlght,H 

Wood,  Chas.  B 

Wallenberg,  H 

Wandtke,  Walter  F . . 

Walters,  L.  C 

Vivian,  E.  H 

VerMehr,Jno.M.... 

Tuthtll.  Lois  W 

Turplnk,  E.  A 

Tromell,  Ernest  H.... 

Thompson,  F.  R 

Thompson,  F.  L 

Thompson,  C.  E 

Spurr,  B.  H 

Seward,  J.  F 

Seward,  Geo.  M 

Bchults.  R.C 

Randall,  E.  M 

Peterson,  L.W 

Oakley.  Horace  8 

Noe,  ElierC 

Naumes,J.  P 

Musson,  Harry 

Munroe,  Fayette  8 . . . 

Mullen,  Arthur  J 

Miller,  Geo.  W 

Merilies,  F.C 

Merilies,C.M 

McCaba,Jos.E 

Knight,  F.C 

Kinahan.  Reverend . . 

Kilman,W.A 

Just,  Frank  H 

Hartline,  Willis  A.... 
Hartline,  Jasper  L.... 
Hartline,  Homer  G . . . 

Hartline,  E.  Ella 

Hartline,  C.W 

Hartline,  BenJ.  F 


388 

220 
104 
82 
106 
108 
157 
467 
444 
250 
280 
368 
365 
453 
452 
450 
490 
454 
450 
455 
456 
384 
407 
382 
402 
385 
387 
152 
396 
391 
401 
381 
405 
400 
406 
404 
390 
383 
408 
403 
398 
397 
217 
231 
230 
323 
335 
298 
338 
318 
286 
373 
324 
287 
317 
294 
294 
280 
328 
315 
336 
326 
276 
325 
201 
410 
288 
337 
332 
292 
334 
320 
290 
329 
319 
322 
296 
295 
353 
380 
445 
351 
877 
378 


Foster,  R.  A 

do 

.....do 

Christopher,  C . . 

Green,  M.  A.... 
do 

....do 

do 

Cunningham,  C. 

Green,  M.  A 

do. 


Stracy,  A.  H 

do 

Green 

....do 

Dlckerman,  A.  E . 

....do..... 

do 

Green,  M.  A 

do. 

do 

do 

do 

Foster,  R.  A 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Chesum.8.  C 

Foster,  R.  A 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Christopher 

do. 

do. 


Watson,  Frank, 
do 


....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

— do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

.do. 


Green,  M.  A 

Watson,  Frank... 

do , 

....do , 

....do , 

....do 

....do 

....do 

do 

....do , 

do , 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

Hartline,  Jno.  W.. 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 


1068  Washington  street,  Oakland,  Cal. 

Do. 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
Oakland,  Cal. 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
1044  West  Forty-fifth  street,  Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
Pasadena.  Cal. 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
San  Jose,  Santa  Clara  County,  Cal. 

Do. 
Santa  Cms. 

Do. 
Winsted,  Conn. 

Do. 

Do. 
Bridgeport,  Conn. 
Washington,  D.  0. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
362  East  Fifty-filth  street,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-119  Monroe  street,  Chicago. 
5752  Madison  avenue,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-119  Monroe  street,  Chicago,  ill. 
4204  Oakenwald  avenue.  Chicago. 
126  Winthrop  street,  Chicago. 
Chicago  or  Baker  City,  111. 
61  Plymouth  street,  Chicago. 
5919  Wabash  avenue,  Chicago. 
362  East  Fifty-seventh  street,  Chicago. 
4058  Ridge  avenue,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-119  Monroe  street,  Chicago. 
61  Plymouth  street,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-110  Monroe  street,  Chicago. 

Do. 

Do. 
32  Walton  place,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-119  Monroe  street.  Chicago. 
387  West  Twenty-third  place,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-119  Monroe  street,  Chicago. 

Do. 
Amboy,  111. 
Sublette,  m. 
Amboy,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Anna,  I1L 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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Applicant. 


D.8. 


Agent. 


Address. 


Griffin,  Wm.  V 

»a*:.L::::::: 

Frost,  A.C 

FrommeLE.  H 

Findley.H.M 

Dram,  A.  L 

Drake,  Lee 

Des  Jardines,  E.  L.... 

Davidson,  8.  H 

Davison.  A.  Alton 

Cook,  Wm.  C 

Coale,  Henry  K 

Casper.  Oscar  H 

Arnold.  Bion  J 

Allen,  Fred  H 

Scott,  Lee 

Richey,  Webster  8... 

JewetiFredE 

Hoy,  E.  R 

Hageman,M.  L 

Doran,M.  A 

Clark,  Lewis  A 

Burt,  Frank  E 

Bingham,  A.  L 

BauTwrc 

Ball,  Geo.  A 

Thurston,  E.E 

8hoemaker,  Jennie. . . 

Lincoln,  Cnas.  F 

Asbjorson,  Elsie 

Dougherty,  Chas 

Dicker-man,  Ells.  R. . 
Jordan,  Walter  R 


Wick,  Henry 

Warner,  W.  H 

Miller,  Wm.E 

Steel,  Jdo.  A 

Hartllne,  H.  E 

Tlernan.A.  K 

Young,  W.  H 

Stracey,  A.  H 

Yeates,J.H 

Gray,  Chas.  D 

Abernathy,  W.  8 

Tallefson,  Lars 

Thurston,  L.  A 

Roust.  Thomas. 

Nowell,F.  D 

MacDonald.  D.  L 

Lorentxon,  Martin 

Jessen,  A.  F 

Johnson,  Richard  A . . 

Hudson,  N.  R 

Hughes,  E.  H 

Garvey,  Dan  D 

Dlckerman,  A.  E 

Des  Rocher,  O.  F 

Davis,  A.  L 

Decker,  Jay  M 

CtnininJEham,  K.  J.... 
White,  Harry......... 

Page,  Alfred 

Moore,  Fred  Cashing. 

Jones,  Orvflle  D 

Johnson,  Frank  F 

Jenkmds.  Francis. . . . . 
Cunningham.  C... . . . . 

Batting,  Will  H 

Morrison,  H.  J 

Coraelious,  C.  W 

Hurlbut,  W.  H 

Lindstey,  A.  A 

Lindsley,  C.  T 

Bruneau,  C.T 

Alisky,C.A 

Alisky,C.F. 

Brown.  D.  H 

Gartwright.  C.  M 

Crosman,  A.  B. ...... 

Crosman,  L.  M 

Donohoe,  C.  R 

Donohoe,  H.W 


411 
342 
295 
412 
317 
316 
333 
330 
339 
321 
311 
293 
340 
379 
800 
327 
438 
441 
415 


442 
410 
414 
417 
443 
299 
523 
226 
413 
440 
121 
151 
451 
409 

179 
153 
174 
3 
355 
132 
189 

27 
261 

11 
187 
143 
145 
191 
114 
519 
137 
144 

56 
511 
146 
345 
346 
116 
147 
155 
344 
169 
184 
168 
154 
178 
155 
156 
170 

91 
129 
130 
127 
128 
201 
109 
259 
281 
863 

83 
105 
360 
458 


Watson,  Frank.... 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

Hartllne,  J»o.  W.. 
Watson,  Frank. . . 

do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

..i.do 

do 

Thurston*  L.  A... 

Christopher,  C 

Watson,  Frank. . . 

....do.. 

Torger,  Fred  A... 

Chezum,  8.  C 

Dlckerman,  E.  A. 
Foster,  R.  A 


Cunningham,  C. 

do 

do 

....do 

Hartllne,  J.  W.. 

Young,  J.  R 

do 


....do 

Stracey,  A.  H... 

Green,  M.  A 

% 

t) 
t) 
t) 
t) 
ft) 
Harkrader.  Geo. 

*.. 


Chesum( 


§ 


Chesum  (7)  . 
Harkrader,  Geo. 
Cunningham,  C. 

do 

....do 

....do 

.....do. 

.....do 

.....do 

.....do 

.....do 

Green,  M.  A 

Young,  J.  R 

.....do 

.....do 

....do 

Christopher,  C. 
Green,  M.  A.... 
do 


...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 


Chicago,  HI. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Anna.  IU. 
Chicago,  m. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Union,  Me. 
Adrian,  Mich. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Hennepin  Co.,  Minn. 
Alpena,  Mich. 
Goldneld,  Nev. 
Horaehead,  N.  Y. 

No.  11  Broadway,  New  York,  the  Apex  Equip- 
ment Co. 
Elyrla,  Ohio. 

Williamson  Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 
Elyrla,  Ohio. 
Pittsburg,  Pa. 
Dallas,  Tex. 
Salt  Lake,  Utah. 
Linden,  W.  Va. 
London.  England. 
Kitsap  Co.,  Wash. 


allaoe,  Idaho. 

Do. 
Wardner.  Idaho, 
Wallace,  Idaho. 

Do. 

Do. 
Moscow,  Idaho. 
Wallace,  Idaho. 

Do. 
561  Hoyt  street,  Portland. 
718  Wayne  street,  Portland. 
Portland. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
251  Washington  street,  Portland. 

Do. 
104  Fourth  street,  Portland. 
Room  506  McKay  Building.  Portland. 
215  Seventh  street,  Portland. 
Room  506  McKay  Building,  Portland. 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Do. 
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Applicant. 


Donohoe,  8.  T 

Hammond,  I.  B 

Lindaley,  M.  P 

McFarland,  E.  B.... 
McFarland,  M.  E.... 

Metschan.Phll 

Morrow,  P.  A 

Pittock,  H.  L 

Prescott,C.  H 

Schmeer,  Fred 

Watson,  Mre.  J.  F... 

Weldler,  Geo.  W 

Woodard,C.Ii 

Barber,8.J 

House,  E 

Mack,J.G 

Rogers.!.  R 

Clark,  Lewis  G 

Eshleman,  J.  F 

Grant,  H.N 

Kopf,Chas.  H 

Mason/A.  B 

Page.F.H 

Stanley.  F.O 

Booth,  Henry  B 

Hartilne,E.  F 

Anderson,  Robt 

Blair,  Joseph 

Blonger,  S.  R 

Brooke,  Frank 

Brown,  B.S 

Cosgrove,  Ed 

Cox,  Fred  R 

Beaver,  Jas 

Devere,  Wm 

Dunlap.Jas.  W 

Edwards,  Alfred.... 

Fredlund,  Jos.  E 

Qates,  Oldham 

Gibson,  H.E 

Guy. 0.0 

Hartlg,  Geo 

Henderson,  Thos.  M. . . . 

Hunt,  Dubar 

Kimball,  F.  D 

Kroger,  F.  B 

Landon,  W.  J 

McKeniie,  CD 

Malone,  E 

Morrlstette,  L.  N.... 

O'Brien.  Jas.  8 

Penny,  L.  W 

Phillips,  Fred.  R.... 

Pratt.  Harry  A 

Reardon,  P.  J 

Runnels,  H.  B 

Schoonover,  L.  D 

Smith,  Geo.  F 

Tearney.Jas. 

Walsh,  Wm.M 

Brook,  Wm.  J 

Brook,  L 

DIdIus.  Lilian 

Dugdeu,  Harry 

Hartman.  J.  P. 

Letcher,  W.N 

Morrill,  H.O 

Noll,  J.  B 

Belter,  J.  W 

Seagroye,  A.  A 

Seagrove,  M.  A 

Shaffer,  J.  C 

Slmmods,  A.  B 

Slmmods,  B.  P 

Slmmods,  Geo 

Slmmods,  H.  J 

Slmmods,  Harriet. . . 

Weeks,  Cecil 

Weeks,  E.  D 

Bassett,E.  A 

Bryant.  C.  A 

Clark,  Arthur 

Breltensteln,  T.  C... 
Bredenburg,  Albln. . 
Hesse,  Udo 


D.S. 

Agent 

Address. 

356 

go 

277 
236 
357 
90 
112 
284 
102 
362 

no 

278 
280 
446 
448 
440 
447 
503 
502 
505 
504 
506 
500 
501 

29 
354 
352 
352 
424 
419 
304 
429 
436 
437 
306 
425 
312 
311 
422 
430 
302 
307 
301 
308 
435 
426 
432 
431 
428 
310 
434 
420 
309 
433 
303 
418 
427 
423 
421 
305 
327 
216 
203 
238 
214 
239 
215 
211 
202 
209 
210 
240 
204 
205 
206 
207 
208 
213 
212 

30 
512 

35 

14 

117 

9 

Green,  M.  A 

Portland,  Oreg. 

128  Grand  avenue,  Portland. 

Portland. 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

506  McKay  Building,  Portland. 

Do. 
Imperial  Hotel,  Portland. 
Wamlc,  Oreg. 

Oregonian  Building,  Portland. 
Portland,  Oreg. 
Pendleton,  Oreg. 
Portland.  Oreg. 
616 1.ovefoy  street,  Portland. 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Do. 
Portland,  138  Fourth  street. 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

...  .do 

Rathbone,  E.  J 

do 

do 

...  .do 

Portland,  83  Third  street. 
Portland,  90  i  irst  street. 
Portland,  Oreg. 
Do. 

Willoughby,C.L 

do 

do 

Portland,  228  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

do 

Portland,  Oreg. 

do 

)  oiirth  and  Morrison  Portland. 

do 

120  1*  ront  street,  Portland. 

do 

roi  rhft'ii «r of rnmmerce,  Portland, 

Hartline.J.W 

.  .do 

Grants  Pass.  Oreg. 

Rossland,  Kootenai  Co.,  British  Columbia. 
Do. 

Slmonds.  Geo 

Seattle,  Wash. 

do... 

Seattle,  f  irst  avenue,  corner  Hames. 

do 

Seattle,  Wash. 

do 

Seattle,  518  Pike  street. 

do 

Seattle,  Wash. 
Do. 

do 

do 

Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

do 

Seattle,  1023  Union  street. 
Seattle,  500  John  street. 

do 

Seattle,  713  Twenty-seventh  street. 
Seattle,  218  '  ourth  avenue. 

do 

do 

Seattle,  Wash. 

.  .do 

Simmonds,  Geo 

do...... 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

Christopher,  C 

do 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

do 

do 

Seattle,  Wash.,  1717  Belmont  avenue. 
Seattle,  Wash. 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

Do. 

do 

(?) 
(?) 
(?) 

m 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Da 
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♦  Applicant. 


D.8. 


Agent. 


Address. 


Strutters,  F 

Sammels,  Geo 

Runnels,  A.  F 

Redly,  John , 

Prenatt,  A 

Ifunday,  F.  K 

Mahoney,  R.  G 

Hunt.  A.  B 

Hirth,J.  L 

Henry,  H.  C 

Smith,  Chas,  J 

Nelson,  N.  B 

Moore.  Walter  B... 

Cole,f.L 

Hoick,  OleM 

Harper,  F.C 

Hamlin,  Sarah  N.. 

Hamlin,  P.  D 

Griffin,  O *.... 

Green,  M.  A 

Green,  Cora 

Chilberg,J.E 

Chilberg.A.M 

Campbell,  8.  M.... 

Brawley,  A.  F 

Allen,  watson 

Abernathy.  W.A.. 

Whlte,J.H 

White,  G.W.H... 
Wheeler,  Dannie  T 

Wallace,  John 

Turner,  Lester...., 

Tottem,  B.  T 

Tottem,  A.M 

Bhnison,  J.  R 

Runkel,  P.  L , 

Rinehart,  W.V... 

Reyburn,  II 

Mertens,  G.  W 

KJ  nnear,  R 

Hollenbech,  H.  O.. 

Kinnear,  Chas , 

llarrimann,  II.  R.. 

Davis,  (lark 

Davis,  Cteo 

Davis,  Chas.  W 

Cotterrill,  O.  F 

Behrens,  A 

Schram,  John 

Sautter,  Otto  E.... 

Mosley,  J.  L 

Lippy,  T.  8 

Lydon,  T.J 

Lydon,  A.J 

Felitz,  Fred 

Runnels,  Annie  E. 

Felitt,  Fred 

Runnels,  Annie 

Heney,  P.  A 

Heney,  M.J 

Hamilton,  J.  M 

Hamilton,  Almira. 

Haller,  L.  W 

Gottstein,  Wm 

Gardner,  J.  D 

Fulton,  \V.  S 

Frv,  Izora  V , 

Fry.A.C 

E mens,  Stacy  B... 

Davison,  S.  R , 

(ox,  R  S.,jr 

Conway  J.  P 

Cohen.  A.  h 

Calhoun,  Scott 

Calhoun,  Grant. . . . 
Baxter,  Fred  II ... . 

Witfit.M.  F 

Trowbridge.  K.  F.. 

Sluver,  J.  M 

Stuver,  Chas 

Slegley,  Mabel  A.. 

Slegley,  E.E 

Rice,  A.M 

Hatchllffe,E.M... 
Purdy,  P.  A 


24 

10 

518 

32 

34 

343 

47 

42 

20 

159 

160 

158 

162 

150 

507 

87 

270 

113 

84 

89 

358 

59 

97 

282 

107 

98 

125 

60 

62 

364 

111 

283 

94 

92 

95 

96 

61 

88 

361 

93 

58 

100 

39 

45 

520 

41 

44 

40 

46 

38 

37 

43 

235 

234 

237 

516 

236 

617 

246 

247 

269 

254 

2(18 

252 

258 

251 

2(*> 

264 

274 

273 

271 

249 

244 

242 

275 

256 

248 

270 

265 

262 

263 

138 

267 

243 

272 


(?) 
(?) 
(?) 
(?) 
(?) 
(?) 

m 

Cunningham,  C. 

do 

....do 

.do.. 


Chezum,  S.  G... 
Feed,  TorgerA. 
Green,  M.  A 

do 

do 


.do. 


,.(2. 


Green,  M. 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do.... 

....do 

....do 

....do 

...do 

Hunt,  A.  B 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Metcher.W.  N... 

do 

do 

Run. Ms,  A.  F... 
Metcher,  W.  N... 
Runnels,  A.  F... 

Stracey,  C.  A 

Stracey,  A.  H.... 

do 

do 

do 

do 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


do 

do 

do 

....do 

do 

do 

do 

....do 

do 

do 

do 

Shiels,  Archie  W. 
Stracev,  A.  E.... 

do 

....do 


Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
8eattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle 
Seattle, 
Se.it  t  e, 
Seatt  e, 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 

Do. 


Wash. 


Halley  Building. 


Alaska  Building. 
Wash. 


Alaska  Building. 


Wash.,  Alaska  Building. 

Wash. 

Wash.,  2019  Sixth  avenue. 

Wash. 


Wash.,  1008  Washington. 

Wash.,  305  Mutual  Life  Building. 

Wash.,  R. 

Wash.,  606  West  avenue. 

Wash. 


Wash.,  802  Sixteenth  avenue. 
Wash.,  719  Second  avenue. 
Wash.,  1422  East  Denny  way. 
Wash.,  1104  First  avenue  East. 
Wash. 


W»sh.,  or  North  Yakima,  Wash. 
Wash. 
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.  Applicant. 


D.8. 


Agent. 


Address. 


Miller,  A.  C 

Middaugh.  H 

Loghary,  J.  B 

Johnston,  W.  R... 

Johnston,  R.C 

Hill,  Homer  M.... 

Foote,  Oscar 

Foote,  E.  E 

Hughes,  John 

Hughes,  D.  H 

Hughes.  A.  E 

Frink.J.M 

Campbell,  John... 
Burke,  Matilda.... 

Campbell,  John 

Blethen.  A.  J 

Young,  J.  R 

Williams.  B.  L.... 

Pearce,  W.  E 

Moran,  Robt 

MacDougall,  J.  B.. 

Love.  Maud 

Brooks.  E.J 

Back,  A.  D 

Caro,J.  B 

Casey,  W.  W 

Diegs,  Joe 

Gilmlre.  P.J 

Goldstein,  Chas.... 
McNaughton,  Guy. 
McCloskey,  John.. 

McBride,/.  C 

McCloskey.  Jas 

McGrath.C.M.... 
Malone,  Harry...., 

Margie,  E.J 

Mullen,  Anna  P... 

Raymond,  R.J 

Saunders,  Robt  M. 

8aunder 

Woodruff,  T.  G..., 

Rathbone,  E.  J 

Powers,  M  J 

Hamilton,  J.  T 

Cunningham,  G.  R 
Reynolds,  Jas.  A.. 

Chezum,  8.  C 

Cary,  Frank 

Calhoun,  J.  J 

Brltton,  C.  G 

Wilson,  Clarence  P 

8mith,  N.  E 

Hubbcll,  Chas.  S.. 

Harkrader,  Geo 

Broughton,  Geo.  F, 

White.  D.  L 

Warddell,  Jas 

Stewart.  F.  H 

8mlth,New.H.... 
Shlels,  Archie  W... 
Peterson,  Peter  L.. 

01ds.L.A 

OdynsU,  Wm 

Nicholds,J.  R 

Mullen,  Ignatius. . . 

Muerer,  Jacob 

Llnd,  Fred , 

Kontrosh,  Jos , 

Jones,  Wm , 

Gy  Ian,  John 

Holland,  Lars , 

Hartline.J.W 

Harris,  Well.  S 

Greer,  Thos , 

Greer,  Chas , 

Ackles,  Frank 

Feed,  Torger  A 

Feater,  Henry 

Edkins,  Waller.... 

Davison,  J.  C 

Oomner,  Chas , 


345 

265 

241 

253 

250 

194 

103 

5H8 

510 

509 

190 

133 

139 

134 

141 

367 

142 

126 

140 

131 

368 

77 

75 

78 

76 

74 

80 

70 

68 

67 

63 

79 

66 

66 

81 

73 

65 

115 

69 

71 

371 

232 

233 

348 

5 

148 

200 

57 

370 

219 

64 

314 

54 

347 

51 

192 

199 

50 

135 

123 

341 

12 

1 

180 

17 

122 

4 

18 

2 

36 

349 

375 

53 

22 

16 

118 

48 

52 


8tracey,A.E 

do 

....do 

8tracey,A.  H 

do 

do 

Ward  will,  James. 

do 

White,  D.H 

White,  D.H , 

Young,  J.  R 

do 

do 

.....do 

do. 


Young,  J.(l2. 

do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

Smith,  N.  E. 

....do 

....do 

do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 


Seattle,  Wash. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle,  Wash.,  "The  Otis"  Apartments. 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle,  Wash.,  Washington  Hotel  Annex. 

Do. 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle,  Wash.,  234  Pioneer  Building. 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Seattle,  Wash.,  406  Wall  street. 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Do. 
Linden,  Va. 
Juneau.  Alaska. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Catalta,  Alaska. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Tannakke,  Alaska. 
Wrangell.  Alaska. 
Juneau,  Alaska. 

Do. 
Katalla,  Alaska. 

Do. 

Do. 
Kayak,  Alaska. 
Katalla,  Alaska. 

Do. 
Juneau,  Alaska. 
Kayak,  Alasxa. 
Katalla  or  Kayak.  Alaska. 
Kayak,  Alaska. 

Do. 
Home  or  Katalla,  Alaska.    ' 
Kayak,  Alaska. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Knlk,  Alaska. 
Katalla,  Alaska. 
Kayak,  Alaska. 
Katalla  or  Kayak,  Ala^  .1. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Kayak,  Alaska. 
Katalla,  Alaska. 
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FINIS. 

In  addition  to  the  list  of  applicants  sent  me  by  your  office,  June  21,  1907,  I  have 
added  about  120  names  that  I  found  of  record  at  Juneau,  Alaska. 

From  the  talk  of  different  attorneys  and  individuals  interested  in  the  Alaska  coal 
lands,  I  feel  that  the  disposal  of  the  lands  all  tends  toward  one  direction,  and  that  is 
the  Guggenheim  companies.  The  papere  here  in  Portland,  Oreg.,  are  full  of  the  news 
that  the  Guggenheims  are  constructing  railroads  near  Katalla,  Alaska,  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  out  the  oil,  minerals,  etc.,  and  there  is  an  advertisement  in  the  said  papers 
for  the  employment  of  2,000  men  to  go  to  Katalla,  Alaska,  and  work  for  the  Guggen- 
heims. 

On  the  eve  of  my  departure  from  Seattle,  Wash.,  I  met  M.  A.  Green,  one  of  the 
agents  handling  a  large  bodv  of  coal  lands  in  Alaska.  Green  said  that  he  had  put 
considerable  money  into  the  lands  located  by  C.  H.  Doughten,  and  that  Doughten  was 
going  to  Bell  most,  if  not  all,  of  the  claims  located  by  individuals  to  individuals.  This 
may  be  true  that  the  law  allows  an  individual  to  make  an  assignment  of  his  claim,  but 
it  does  not  allow  one  man  to  locate  40  or  50  claims  for  as  many  people  and  advance  the 
money  for  the  development  and  improvements  of  the  land  for  the  sole  purpose  of  sell- 
ing th'e  claims  at  an  advance.  I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  any  rule  of  the  General 
Land  Office  or  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  that  allows  a  man  to  traffic  in  the  pub- 
lic lands  of  the  United  States  by  getting  others  to  loan  their  namee  in  order  to  advance 
the  personal  interests  of  the  agents. 

I  would  therefore  again  recommend  that  these  entries  be  carefully  investigated  by 
an  experienced  and  fearless  agent. 

Very  respectfully,  Horace  Tillabd  Jokes, 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  let  me  call  your  attention  to  page  4 
of  this  report,  near  the  bottom  of  the  page  in  the  paragraph  before  the 
fine  print  [reads] : 

Agent  Jones  submitted  his  report  (Exhibit  2)  to  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  report  of  August  10. 

The  Chairman.  August  10.  And  this  letter  was  written  in  Decem- 
ber, and  that  report  of  August  10  was  made  by  Agent  Jones  before 
Mr.  Glavis  was  put  in  charge  of  these  Alaska  claims? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Yes.  All  that  Mr.  Glavis  had  to  do  with  the  cases 
before  that,  I  mean  latterly,  was  that  Mr.  Jones  had  come  to  him  as 
one  who  had  had  experience  in  the  cases  to  get  information  in  regard 
to  the  laws  of  conspiracy  and  the  laws  relating  to  coal  lands,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  instructions  in  Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett's 
letter  of  June  21  that  he  should  spend  several  days  in  acquainting 
himself  with  that  law  before  proceeding  with  the  investigation. 
Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett  in  that  letter  did  not  direct  him  to 
go  to  Mr.  Glavis,  but  he  went  to  Mr.  Glavis  knowing  Mr.  Glavis's  famili- 
arity and  experience  with  the  law. 

TTie  Chairman.  I  call  your  attention — and  I  simply  do  it  to  get  it 
clear  in  my  own  mind — to  the  report  of  Mr.  Jones  (this  same  Mr. 
Jones)  on  page  25,  the  report  of  August  10.  What  I  would  like  infor- 
mation about  at  this  stage  of  it  is:  Was  not  that  report  made  by  Mr. 
Jones  before  Mr.  Glavis  was  put  in  charge  of  these  Alaska  coal  claims  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly;  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  you  do  not  claim  that  it  was  Mr.  Glavis 
who  first  called  the  attention  of  the  Land  Office  here  to  the  fraudulent 
character  of  these  claims? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly  not. 

The  Chairman.  And  Mr.  Jones  had  already  done  so  before  him? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.  Not  only  that,  but  they  had  been  called 
attention  tb  before  Mr.  Jones  by  Mr.  Love  to  a  certain  extent. 
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The  Chairman.  So  that  Mr.  Jones  and  Mr.  Love  had  both  called 
the  attention  of  the  department  to  this;  that  it  did  not  have  its 
inception  with  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Glavis  on  the  scene? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Madison.  Mr.  Love  recommended  that  these  claims  be  clear 
listed,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  There  are  certain  recommendations,  but  when  we 
come  to  discuss  the  report  of  Mr.  Love  of  August  2 — which,  by  the 
way,  was  not  known  to  Mr.  Glavis  until  December,  when  he  was  in 
Washington — we  will  see  that  it  does  not  appear  and  is  not  what  is 
ordinarily  deemed  a  recommendation  of  clear  listing. 

Senator  Suthebland.  I  suggest  that  we  are  getting  more  evidence 
out  of  the  counsel  than  the  witness. 

Mr.  James.  They  are  asking  the  counsel,  and  of  course  he  has  to 
answer. 

Senator  Sutherland.  I  understand,  and  think  he  had  better  ask 
the  witness. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed  with  your  documentary  evidence  and 
then  proceed  with  the  examination  of  Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  After  receiving  the  letter  from  Mr.  Dennett,  about 
how  soon  after  that  did  you  proceed  to  Washington? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  left  the  next  morning. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  After  the  receipt  of  the  telegram? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Went  direct  to  Washington? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  went  right  to  Washington;  arrived  there 
about  the  12th  or  13th;  do  not  know  just  what  date. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  State  what  was  the'  first  thing  in  relation  to  the 
Alaska  coal  claims  that  you  did  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  thing  I  did  was  to  go  to  the  General  Land 
Office  and  have  a  long  talk  with  Mr.  Schwartz  about  it. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Now,  will  you  tell  us  as  near  as  you  can  what  the 
substance  of  that  interview  with  Mr.  Schwartz  was,  stating  it  fully 
as  you  can  recall  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  him  what  the  rumors  were  around  Seattle. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Don't  say  you  told  him  something,  but  tell  as 
nearly  as  you  can  what  you  toid  him. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  him  that  the  people  at  Seattle  were  saying  that 
there  was  not  going  to  be  any  further  investigation,  and  they  were 
saying  they  were  going  to  get  the  patents,  and  told  him  what  Clarke 
Davis  had  said  to  me,  and  he  said  he  had  seen  that.  I  showed  him 
Mr.  Jones's  report  of  December  2,  1907.  I  told  him  that  Mr.  Hoyt 
and  I  had  discussed  it  some;  that  I  had  letters  of  introduction  to  tne 
Department  of  Justice :  and  he  said  he  would  see  what  could  be  done. 
I  also  pointed  out  the  ract  that  if  nothing  would  be  done  there  would 
be  another  scandal  equal  to  that  of  the  Wyoming  and  Colorado  land- 
fraud  cases  that  had  come  out  a  year  before,  where  they  had  sup- 
pressed the  investigation  of  coal  lands  in  those  two  States,  and 
pointed  out  to  him  the  similarity  between  the  testimony  of  the 
special  agent  at  that  time  and  what  Jones  would  be  able  to  testify 
to  if  they  had  another  scandal;  and  he  agreed  with  me  that  something 
ought  to  be  done.     So  he  went  to  see  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  One  moment  before  you  state  what  he  did.  Did  you 
anything  about  the  facts  which  you  and  Assistant  United  States 
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Attorney  Hoyt  had  discovered  in  relation  to  the  connection  with  the 
Wilson  CobI  Company  claim? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  did  not  say  anything  to  him  then.  I  told  him 
about  that  when  he  was  in  California,  along  in  August  of  that  year. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Did  you  say  anything  to  him  in  regard  to  seeing 
Secretary  Garfield? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  was  going  to  take  that  up  with  him  after  I  saw 
what  Mr.  Balhnger  would  do  about  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  long  was  your  conference  with  him  on  this 
subject)     How  long  a  time  did  it  take? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  discussed  it,  I  guess,  for  an  hour  and  a  half  or  an 
hour,  something  like  that. 

Senator  Paynter.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  witness  a  question. 
When  you  say  "they  suppressed  the  investigation  with  reference  to 
the  Wyoming  lands,    whom  do  you  mean? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  refer  to  the  testimony  that  came  out  before  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  at  Salt  Lake  City  about  December, 
1906  or  1907.     I  think  probably  it  had  just  occurred. 

Senator  Paynter.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  the  testimony,  but 
who  suppressed  the  investigation? 

Mr.  ulavis.  Why,  it  was  charged  that  the  former  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office  had,  Mr.  Richards. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  Commissioner 
Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  Commissioner  Ballinger  was  not  in  office  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  want  to  ask  vou  one  question,  whether  in  jonr 
discussion  there  was  any  fault  found  by  you  or  Assistant  United 
States  Attorney  Hoyt  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  Land  Office 
otherwise  than  in  respect  to  these  Alaska  coal  lands  as  to  the  effi- 
ciency or  conduct  of  the  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  thought  it  was  rather  peculiar  that  Commissioner 
Ballinger  should  change  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  coal  lands. 

The  Chairman.  You  thought  it  was  strange  that  he  would  change 
the  rules  and  regulations.  Had  he  in  fact  made  any  change  in  the 
rules  and  regulations  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  The  rules  and  regulations  dated  April  12,  1907, 
are  different  from  the  former  rules  and  regulations  governing  the 
entry  of  coal  lands. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  briefly  state  the  substance  of  the  change. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  could  not  state  all  of  them,  but  I  remember  one. 
That  was:  The  old  rules  and  regulations  said  that  only  one  entry 
or  filing  would  be  permitted  under  the  coal-land  laws.  Mr.  Ballin- 
ger*s  regulations  read  only  one  entry  would  be  allowed  under  the 
coal-land  laws.  While  in  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  cases 
we  had  found  two  instances  where  two  filings  had  been  made  for  coal 
lands. 

The  Chairman.  Made  in  one  entry  or  separate? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Separate  entries.  And  until  these  new  rules  and  regu- 
lations we  thought  that  we  might  be  able  to  prosecute  them  criminally 
for  swearing,  in  their  second  affidavit,  that  they  had  never  before 
made  a  coal  filing. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  at  this  point,  or  your 
counsel  here,  to  cut  out  the  rules  that  were  changed  and  show  the 
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change  and  put  it  in  the  record  at  this  point,  so  that  we  can  see 
exactly  what  the  changes  are  in  the  rules? 

{The  rules  referred  to  will  be  printed  at  the  close  of  the  hearings  of 
Saturday,  January  29,  1910.) 

Mr.  James.  You  said  in  the  conversation  with  Schwartz  that  you 
have  been  detailing;  you  said  to  him  "  they  say  they  are  going  to  get 
their  patents.'1  Did  you  give  him  any  reason  that  they  gave  you,  or 
did  tney  give  any,  why  they  thought  they  would  get  these  patents 
allowed?    Whom  do  you  refer  to  when  you  refer  to  "them"? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Different  people  in  Seattle  were  talking  about  it.  It 
was  rumored.  They  come  to  us  whenever  there  appears  to  be 
anything  irregular,  and  people  begin  to  talk.  That  is  the  way  I  got 
it.  From  what  Mr.  Hoyt  told  me  about  what  one  or  two  of  tne  coal 
claimants  said  to  him  indicated  that — but  he  can  testify  about  that 
better  than  I  can. 

Mr.  James.  Did  you  tell  Schwartz  why  they  said  they  were  certain 
they  were  going  to  get  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  said  they  were  going  to  get  the  patents — and 
there  would  be  no  further  investigation;  they  were  going  to  get  them. 

Mr.  James.  And  they  gave  no  reason  why  they  made  that  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  they  did  not  give  any  reason.  I  do  not  know 
the  reasons  they  had  for  believing  they  would  get  the  patents. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  claimant  made  that  statement  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  there  were  a  number  of  claimants  made  state- 
ments like  that,  from  the  information  I  received,  and  particularly  in 
the  Hunt  group,  the  group  Clarke  Davis  is  interested  in. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Who  were  the  claimants;  can  you  give  us  the 
names  of  the  claimants  who  made  the  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Hoyt  could  give  those  better  than  I.  My  opinion 
would  be  only  a  memory  of  whom  I  think  the  claimants  were.  He 
would  know  the  names. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Did  you  not  hear  the  statements,  or  did  you  get  it 
from  Mr.  Hoyt? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  these  came  from  Mr.  Hoyt  about  these  particular 
ones. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  were  about  to  state  that  Mr.  Schwartz  said  he 
would  go  to  see  Commissioner  Ballinger  and  see  what  could  be  done 
about  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  He  went  downstairs,  and  shortly  afterwards  I 
had  a  conference. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  did  Mr.  Schwartz  say  to  you  when  he  came 
back? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  said  that  the  commissioner  wanted  to  see  me 
about  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  as  to  what  he  had  said 
to  the  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  said  he  had  discussed  the  Alaska  coal  situation 
with  him  and  that  Mr.  Ballinger  wanted  to  see  me  about  it.  I  went 
downstairs  and  had  a  conference  with  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  as  fully  as  you  can  what 
passed  between  you  and  Commissioner  Ballinger  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  I  came  in,  Mr.  Ballinger  told  me  that  Mr. 
Schwartz  had  spoken  to  him  about  the  Alaska  coal  cases  and  that  he 
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had  directed  Mr.  Schwartz  to  give  me  charge  of  the  investigation  of 
the  cases. 

The  Chairman.  He  said  he  had  directed  Mr.  Schwartz  to  put  you 
in  charge  of  the  cases  at  that  time? 

Mr.  (jtlavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  first  time  I  was  officially  noti- 
fied that  I  would  have  charge  of  the  cases  and  the  first  time  I  did 
have  charge  of  the  Alaska  cases. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  first  result  of  your  conference  with  Mr. 
Schwartz  on  this  subject  was  that  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
Office  put  you  in  charge  of  the  investigation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Ballinger  told  me  that  personally  when  I  went  to 
see  him. 

The  Chairman.  The  result  of  this  conversation  with  Schwartz 
afterwards,  following  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Ballinger,  was  that 
you  were  put  in  charge  of  these  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  the  immediate  effect,  happened  in  a  few 
minutes,  or  at  least  in  an  hour  or  so  after  you  had  talked  with  Mr. 
Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  What  was  the  date  of  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  could  tell  if  I  had  my  daily  report  books  here. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  have  called  for  those,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  about  December  13,  1907;  it  may  be 
a  day  or  so  one  way  or  the  other;  I  can  not  recollect  the  exact  date. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  will  you  state  what  further  passed  between 
Commissioner  Ballinger  and  yourself? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  him  what  I  thought  we  could  do. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  did  you  tell  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  him  I  thought  we  could  cancel  all  the  coal  cases 
up  there,  because  the  cases  were  similar  to  those  of  investigations  that 
I  had  heretofore  made;  that  is,  that  most  of  them  were  prominent 
men  and  had  gone  into  a  pool,  and  I  thought  the  evidence  would  prove 
that  this  was  true. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  refer  to  the  cases  you  had  previously  had? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  cases  did  you  mention? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  called  attention  particularly  to  the  Portland  Coal 
and  Coke  Company  cases,  and  in  those  cases  all  the  men  were  promi- 
nent men,  wealthy  men,  and  showed  him  that  those  cases — the  in- 
vestigation of  the  Alaska  cases — would  no  doubt  show  the  same 
situation.  For  instance,  in  the  Cunningham  cases  they  had  an  agent 
who  was  not  very  weaJtny,  and  all  the  claimants  in  the  Cunningham 
cases  were  wealthy  men,  and  in  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company 
cases  that  was  the  same  situation.  Mr.  Ballinger  knew  about  the 
Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  cases,  because  in  June,  1907,  when 
he  was  at  Seattle,  Mr.  Hoyt  and  myself  discussed  the  law  and  the  evi- 
dence with  him  at  that  time.  Mr.  Ballinger  told  me  that  a  lot  of 
those  coal  claimants  were  personal  friends  of  his  and  business  asso- 
ciates in  the  past,  and  that  he  had  understood  that  there  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  talk  that  they  were  going  to  get  the  patents;  that  there 
would  not  be  anything  further  done,  and  he  said,  "Now,  Glavis,  I 
want  you  when  you  go  to  Seattle,  when  you  start  the  investigation, 
I  want  you  to  let  it  become  publicly  known,  let  the  people  under- 
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stand,  that  we  want  a  thorough  investigation  of  these  whole  cases." 
He  said,  "I  want  you  to  understand  that,  no  matter  who  it  hurts, 
you  are  to  go  right  after  them,  whether  they  are  friends  of  mine  or 
not." 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  there  any  special  reference  to  any  particular 
persons? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  mentioned  some  Spokane  people  whom 
he  had  known  for  quite  a  while,  and  mentioned  some  people  in 
Seattle. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  names  did  he  mention,  so  far  as  you  can 
recall  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  mentioned  H.  C.  Henley  and  C.  J.  Smith. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  group  are  they  connected  with? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  are  m  the  Cunningham  group. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  else  that  you  recall  was  said? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  do  not  know,  I  think  that  that  was  practically 
all  that  was  said. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  anything  said  about  Love? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Tell  us  what  was  said,  that  you  can  recall,  about 
Love. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  him — he  knew  about  it  at  that  time,  about 
Love's  being  a  candidate  for  the  marshalship,  and  in  some  way  he 
mentioned  it,  and  I  told  him 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  marshalship  of  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  for  one  of  the  judicial  districts  there.  I 
told  him  that  I  did  not  think  that  a  man  who  was  a  candidate  for 
political  appointment  like  that  should  be  allowed  to  remain  in  Alaska; 
that  he  could  not  very  well  do  his  dutv. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  do  you  mean  by  being  allowed  to  remain  in 
Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  thought  that  they  ought  to  have  put  somebody  else 
up  there  until  he  was  either  appointed  or  it  was  determined  that  he 
would  not  get  the  appointment. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  as  special  agent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  because  a  special  agent  can  not.  in  investi- 
gations where  he  is  indebted  to  the  people,  or  expects  to  be  indebted 
to  the  people  for  political  advancement,  very  well  do  his  duty,  no 
matter  now  much  ne  tries.  I  do  not  think,  and  Judge  Ballinger  said 
that  he  agreed  with  me  and  that  he  should  not  be  allowed  to  remain 
there,  that  naturally  his  judgment  would  be  a  little  warped. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  anything  said  about  his  integrity? 

Mr.  Glavis.  At  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  never  said  anything  about  him.  I  did  not 
know  anything  about  him  except  that. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you  a  question  right  here.  Was  not 
Mr.  Love  at  that  time,  or  shortly  after  thuu  time,  eliminated  from  the 
work  of  investigating  these  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  did  that.  It  was  fcbout  one  of  the  first  steps 
I  took  in  the  Alaska  coal  investigation. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  immediately  after  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  A  Veil,  in  January,  about  a  month  after;  not  later  than 
a  month  after. 
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The  Chairman.  Was  any  objection  found  against  your  eliminating 
him  from  the  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  agreed  with  me  that  he  should  not  be 
allowed  to  investigate  the  case;  that  his  judgment  could  not  be  de- 
pended upon,  because  the  people  who  were  interested  in  those  coal 
cases  and  also  interested  in  other  land  matters  in  Alaska  were  prom- 
inent men,  and  men  whom  he  would  naturally  have  to  depend  upon 
for  his  appointment,  or  recommendations  at  least  for  his  appointment, 
as  marshal. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  matter  was  thoroughly  discussed  there  be- 
tween you  and  Mr.  Ballinger  there  at  that  time,  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  Mr.  Ballinger  was  entirely  in  accord  with  your 
suggestion  that  Love  should  not  be  allowed  to  investigate? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  was  anything  said  at  that  time  in  regard  to 
the  Davis  incident  which  you  had  reported  in  your  letter  of  the  12th? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  considered  his  remarks  about  these  rumors 
that  Schwartz  had  perhaps  told  him  about  it  or  that  he  had  seen  it 
in  my  report,  and  that  he  included  that  in  his  general  statement  that 
he  wanted  to  disprove  this;  wanted  it  to  become  known  in  Seattle 
that  there  was  not  going  to  be  any  favoritism  shown.  That,  I  thought, 
he  included  in  his  remarks,  although  he  did  not  specifically  state  the 
incident. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is 

The  Chairman.  One  moment.  There  was  nothing  in  that  con- 
versation that  indicated  to  you  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Ballinger  that  he 
wanted  you  to  make  only  a  partial  investigation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  mean  me? 

The  Chairman,  i  es. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  emphasized  the  fact  that  he  wanted  a 
thorough  investigation  and  examination  made  of  all  the  Alaska  coal 
cases. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  you  were  thoroughly  convinced  that  that 
was  what  he  desired  you  to  have  done,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  went  away  thoroughly  satisfied  in  that 
respect,  did  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  went  away  and  was  very  happy  about  it, 
because  I  felt  that  I  had  unnecessarily  worried  about  there  being 
any  cause  for  scandal  because  he  had  seemed  more  anxious  to  make 
a  thorough  investigation  there. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  was  anything  said  in  that  conversation 
about  dummy  entries  that  you  recollect? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  do  not  think  there  was.    I  know  there  was  not. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  frauds  that  you  spoke  to  him  about  were  not 
dummy  entry  frauds,  but  had  reference  to  frauds  through  the  com- 
bination, like  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  never  had  any  experience  with  any 
other  frauds  under  the  coal-land  laws  except  that  of  combinations  to 
unlawfully  acquire  more  lands  than  were  allowed  an  association  of 
persons  under  the  law. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  the  fraud  in  this  case  that  you  refer  to  con- 
sists in  the  fact  that  these  entrymen  or  locators  or  claimants  did  not 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


64       INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY. 

really  enter  them  for  their  own  benefit,  but  with  a  view  to  trans- 
ferring them  to  some  combination  or  some  association.  Is  this  the 
fraud  that  you  refer  to? 

^  Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir:  as  is  often  the  case,  no  one  is  in  the  com* 
bination  except  the  claimants  themselves;  they  combine  among 
themselves  usually. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  if  these  claimants,  these  locators — indi- 
vidual locators — had  gone  on  in  a  regular  manner,  without  making 
any  agreement  to  transfer  their  claims  to  an  association  or  combina- 
tion; if  they  had  proceeded  in  a  regular  way  they  could  have  sot 
those  coal  lands,  each  his  claim  at  $10  an  acre,  could  he  not,  under 
the  law? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  if  he  had  not  violated  the  law. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  would  have  been  no  fraud  on  the  Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  where  they  had  not  entered  into  this  unlaw- 
ful agreement,  or  agreements,  there  would  not  be  any  frauds. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  they  enter  into  an  agreement  to  sell  to  some 
other  party,  or  did  they  enter  into  agreements  to  pool  their  interests 
and  work  tne  property  jointly,  thus,  in  effect,  getting  more  for  an 
association  than  tne  law  would  allow? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  they  did  both;  some  groups  did  one  and  some 
another. 

Mr.  Madison.  But  either  would  be  a  violation  of  the  land  laws? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  both  of  them  would  be  a  violation  of 
the  land  law. 

Mr.  James.  Is  it  not  true  that  certain  parties  there  would  furnish 
the  money  and  procure  these  people  to  go  out  and  take  this  land 
for  the  purpose  of  deeding  it  finally  to  a  syndicate  or  coed  company? 

Mr.  Glavis.  While  there  were  some  that  put  up  all  the  money,  or 
part  of  the  money,  and  promised  if  they  got  anything  out  of  it  thev 
would  give  them  a  certain  per  cent— there  were  some  like  that  in  all 
cases— I  do  not  think  there  was  a  claimant  who  testified  in  his  affida- 
vit that  he  was  not  to  receive  some  interest.  Some  of  the  entrymen 
were  to  receive  a  greater  interest  than  others  in  their  coal  lands  that 
they  filed. 

Mr.  Madison.  Some  of  them  were  to  get  stock  in  the  companies  for 
work  that  they  had  performed,  and  others  were  to  be  paid  money? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Are  you  speaking  now  of  the  Cunningham  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  thought  you  said  the  Cunningham  claimants 
were  wealthy  people. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  in  that  case  they  were  to  pool  their  claims 
and  take  stock  in  a  company. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Did  those  wealthy  people  permit  somebody  else  to 
put  up  the  money  for  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  was  in  reference  to  another  group;  in 
the  Cunningham  group  they  had  the  same  unlawful  arrangement  that 
had  been  entered  into  by  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company, 
which  Judge  Hanford,  in  the  United  States  court  out  there,  has 
declared  unlawful. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  have  spoken  of  affidavits,  and  so  forth.  Have 
you  those  affidavits? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  any  of  them.  We  took  during  our 
investigation  some  400  affidavits— probably  600  or  700. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  imagine  that  this  is  also  anticipating  what 
Mr.  Brandeis  will  say. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  suggest  that  we  will  get  to  that  in  the  proper 
order. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  suggest  to  the  committee  that  where  the 
special  agents  made  these  reports  and  sent  them  to  the  Land  Office 
taey  are  on  file  here. 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  reports  have  been  made  on  them,  they  should  be 
here. 

The  Chairman.  That  is,  if  the  agents  have  reported.  When  they 
make  those  reports  they  send  them  to  the  department  here,  as  I 
understand. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is,  copies  of  them.  They  keep  the 
originals  out  in  the  Field  Division  headquarters.  I  sent  out  several 
hundred  while  I  was  in  the  service. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  do  with  your  original  affidavits? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  would  keep  them  in  our  office  files  at  Seattle,  in 
the  special  agent's  office. 

Mr.  Denby.  Is  it  alleged  that  most  of  these  claimants  entered  into 
these  agreements  before  they  made  their  first  declaratory  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  Or  before  they  made  any  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now.  you  have  stated  that  you  left  this  interview 
with  Commissioner  Bafhnger  and  went  to  Mr.  Schwartz.  Now,  tell 
us  what  you  did  then  next  in  regard  to  those  cases. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Schwartz  had  on  file  all  the  papers  and  reports 
and  letters  referring  to  the  Alaska  cases,  and  told  me  to  look  them 
over,  and  what  copies  I  did  not  have  in  Portland — that  what  copies 
Jones  did  not  have  there — to  give  it  to  the  stenographers  and  have 
copies  made,  and  that  he  would  prepare  a  letter  directing  me  to  make 
the  investigation  of  the  cases,  and  he  wanted  me  to  investigate  all  of 
them.  Of  course  he  knew  that  that  would  take  quite  a  bit  of  work, 
and  I  went 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  that  it  would  take  quite  a  bit  of  work 
getting  papers  together? 

Mr.  ulavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  tell  us  what  you  did  in  the  way  of  getting 
papers  tgoether. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  went  all  through  the  files  and  picked  out  all  the 
documents  which  Jones  did  not  have  copies  of;  that  is,  I  had  every- 
thing copied  except  the  Jones  report  of  August  10  and  13  and  Novem- 
ber 1  or  2 — I  forget  the  date,  but  I  think  it  was  November  1.  I  had 
copies  of  everything  else  made. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  long  did  this  work  take  of  getting  the  copies 
made,  and  before  you  left  Washington? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  took  about  six  or  seven  dayB,  I  guess.  I  was  in 
Washington  about  a  week  or  ten  days  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  have  more  than  one  conference  or  more 
than  those  two  conferences  with  Mr.  Schwartz  in  regard  to  those 
Alaska  cases? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  see  him  every  day  and  call  his  attention  to 
various  statements  made  in  the  letters  of  complaint  in  the  reports 
of  the  agents,  and  we  would  discuss  generally  the  Alaska  situation; 
also  during  that  period  I  was  discusssing  the  various  investigations 
that  I  had  under  way  in  Oregon,  as  a  chief  does  when  he  comes  in 
from  the  field;  that  is,  to  discuss  everything  that  is  related  to  his 
field  work. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Did  you  at  that  time  have  before  you  the  report 
of  Special  Agent  Love  dated  August  2,  1907? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Which  appears  on  page  35  of  Senate  Document 
No.  248? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir:  I  had  that. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  You  had  that  before  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Had  you  seen  that  report  of  August  2,  1907 — the 
Love  report — before  you  went  over  the  files  in  Washington  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  had  never  seen  it  before.  I  thought  is 
peculiar  that  Jones 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Had  you  heard  anything  about  it?  You  had  never 
heard  of  it  from  Jones  when  he  made  his  report  to  you,  had  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Did  you  not  discuss  that  report  or  take  it  up  in 
anv  wav  with  Mr.  Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  pointed  out  to  him  the  fact  that  it  showed 
a  possibility  of  conspiracy  there. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  That  is  you  discussed  that  very  report  with  Mr. 
Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  As  evidencing,  or  as  tending  to  show  that  there  was 
a  conspiracy? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  a  conspiracy  between  Love  and  the 
claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  conspiracy  among  the  claimants.  Love 
reported  the  possibility. 

The  Chairman.  Not  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Love? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  thought  his  report  would  be  in  the  nature 
of  a  complaint.    One  paragraph  of  it  does. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  There  was  no  suggestion  at  any  time,  then,  of  any 
lack  of  integritv  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Love,  was  there,  in  your  convex 
sations  with  Schwartz,  any  more  than  there  was  in  your  conversations 
with  the  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  You  say  you  considered  the  letter  of  Love  in  the  nature 
of  a  complaint.    The  last  line  of  it  says: 

At  different  dates  I  have  recommended  to  the  register  and  receiver,  Juneau,  the 
allowance  of  the  application  of  the  above  entry  men. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  said  part  of  it. 

Mr.  James.  I  had  reference  to  page  135.  Then  it  proceeds  on  page 
135— 

I  believe  the  action  of  the  entrymen  toward  the  formation  of  a  company  pending 
patent,  as  above  set  out,  to  be  allowable  under  the  law,  but  deem  it  proper  to  lay  the 
information  before  you. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Here  is  the  part  of  the  report  which  showed  that  there 
had  been  an  understanding  among  the  claimants  to  do  this  unlawful 
act  [indicating]. 

Mr.  Jam^s.  I  understand  this  letter  shows  that  also,  and  he  also, 
down  here,  recognizes  that  his  understanding  of  the  law  is  that  that 
is  allowable.     Have  you  some  other  report  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  sir;  this  is  the  one  I  nad  in  mind.  While  he  states 
it  as  being  his  opinion  that  it  is  allowable,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  stated 
in  the  second  paragraph  of  that  letter  that — 

Mr.  Cunningham,  who  is  fully  informed  on  all  matters  past  and  all  future  plans  of 
his  principals,  he  stated  that  it  had  always  been  the  hope  of  these  several  persons 
that  arrangements  might  be  effected  after  entry  for  the  joint  working  of  the  lands. 

Well,  if  it  had  always  been  a  "hope,"  and  they  had  had  that  under- 
standing at  the  time  tney  fded,  under  the  decision  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  and  under  the  Hanford  decision,  it  was  unlawful. 

Mr.  James.  Conspiracy? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  * 

Mr.  James.  When  you  said  that  this  was  in  the  nature  of  a  com- 
plaint, you  did  not  mean  by  that  that  it  was  Love  complaining 
against  these  entrymen  for  patents  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  His  report  is  not  consistent.  He  calls 
attention  to  an  unlawful  understanding,  and  then  concludes  by 
recommending  the  issuance  of  the  patent. 

Mr.  James.  That  is  just  the  pomt  I  was  getting  at. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis  and  gentlemen,  I  tnink  we  can  clear 
this  up  a  little,  and  we  might  as  well  go  into  it  now.  Now,  what 
is  the  modus  operandi  of  getting  a  location  and  perfecting  itf  What 
are  the  different  steps?  is  not  the  first  step  to  discover  the  coal, 
and  then  survey  your  claim,  stake  it  out  and  file  copv  of  it  in  the 
recorder's  office  of  the  district  and  then  another  with  the  register 
and  receiver  at  the  local  land  office?     Is  not  that  the  first  step? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  must  file  a  declaratory  statement. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  must  stake  it  out  on  the  grounds,  too? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  must  stake  out  your  claim  on  the  ground 
and  file  your  statement — a  declaratory  statement  with  the  local 
land  office  and  also  with  the  recorder  of  the  district.  Now  the 
next  step  after  that  in  the  proceeding  is  to  go  to  the  land  office  and 
prove  up,  as  it  were,  a  claim  for  the  land  and  bring  your  proof 
showing  that  you  have  complied  with  the  law  in  every  respect. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  upon  that  proof  the  register  and  receiver 
issue  a  receipt,  do  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  constitutes  what  we  understand  in  the 
law  as  an  entry;  that  is,  an  entry  of  the  land.  Now,  if  up  to  that 
time,  up  to  the  time  entry  is  effected,  the  entrymen  have  done 
nothing  contrary  to  law,  committed  no  fraud,  or  perpetrated  no 
fraud,  nis  equitable  title  is  complete,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  After  making  that  entry  his  eauitable  title  is 
complete  and  he  is  entitled  to  a  patent,  as  a  matter  or  right,  if  every- 
thing is  completed  up  to  that  time? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  He  can  do  anything  with  it  then;  he  can  form  any 
combination,  or  mortgage  it,  or  do  anything  else  with  it. 

The  Chairman.  After  he  has  made  that  entry  and  got  the  receipt 
at  the  Land  Office  it  is  not  fraud  for  him  after  that  time  to  make  an 
agreement  to  convey  his  claim,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  none  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  He  can  do  it  between  that  time  and  the  time  the 
patent  is  issued? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  so. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  if  you  read  this  letter — the  letter  of 
Love  in  that  light,  you  will  understand  what  it  means,  and  that  is 
that  these  entrymen  were  talking  about  forming  an  association  or 
combination  after  they  had  perfected  their  entry  at  the  land  office; 
after  they  had  become  complete  equitable  owners.  Is  that  not  what 
it  means? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  like  to  explain  that  in  my  own  way.  He 
says,  "Ina  recent  conversation  with  Mr.  Cunningham,  who  is  fully 
informed  on  all  matters  and  all  future  plans  of  his  principals,  he 
stated  that  it  had  always  been  the  hope  of  the  several  persons  that 
arrangements  might  be  effected  after  entry  for  the  joint  working  of 
the  lands."  That  is  the  point  I  want  to  make,  on  the  word  "  always;" 
"  that  it  had  always  been  the  hope  of  the  several  persons  that  arrange- 
ments might  be  effected  after  entry." 

The  Chairman.  After  entry  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that  the  hope  and  the  understanding  among 
themselves  existed  before  entry. 

The  Chairman.  I  know,  but  that  refers  to  an  arrangement  made 
after  the  entry  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  it  was  the  understanding  before  they 
made  the  entry  that  they  should,  after  making  the  entry,  form  this 
illegal,  unlawful  understanding. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  He  did  not  say  " understanding;"  he  said  "hope." 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  that  suggestion,  as  I  have  said,  while  it  is  not 
conclusive  proof  of  the  violation  of  the  law,  it  suggests  the  under- 
standings and  other  arrangements,  because  the  inference  would 
warrant  an  investigation  of  such  a  group  of  cases. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Being  made  for  the  purpose  of  forming  the 
combination. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  it  had  " always"  been  the  hope,  would 
indicate  it  to  me,  at  least,  that  that  existed  prior  to  entry,  and  if  it 
existed  prior  to  entry  they  could  not  make  an  affidavit  that  they 
had  no  interest  or  understanding. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  undoubtedly  correct. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Indirectly  or  directly  among  themselves. 

The  Chairman.  But  if  there  was  no  agreement,  expressed  or  im- 
plied, no  understanding  about  merging  or  transferring  their  claims 
prior  to  their  entry  at  the  local  lana  office,  there  would  be  no  viola- 
tion of  the  law,  would  there  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  but  it  did  not  have  to  be  a  written  under- 
standing; it  was  a  tacit  understanding. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  that.     I  referred  to  it  generally. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  vsir;  it  would  not  be. 

The  Chairman.  They  would  have  a  perfect  right  after  they  had 
perfected  their  entry  at  the  land  office,  and  before  the  patent  was 
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issued  after  the  date  of  their  entry,  to  make  an  agreement,  would 
they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  would. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  would  not  be  a  fraud,  provided  every- 
thing was  clean  prior  to  the  date  of  the  entry  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  but  the  fact  that  those  33  people  had,  as 
soon  as  the  entry  was  made,  formed  a  combination,  and  the  fact  that 
that  evidence  was  before  the  office,  and  the  fact  that  Love  states  that 
Cunningham  informed  him  that  it  had  always  been  their  "hope"  to 
do  this,  indicates  that  they  were  carrying  out  a  piior  agreement 
before  entry  was  made.  It  is  not  conclusive  evidence  of  that  fact, 
but  it  would  warrant  that  investigation,  in  my  mind. 

Mr.  Denby.  Do  the  lands  of  the  separate  entry  men  lie  contiguous) 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  are  all  together.  • 

Mr.  Madison.  It  struck  you  as  if  the  33  men  entertained  the  same 
hope. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir,  and  located  it  by  the  same  agent. 

Mf.  Madison.  And  that  later  when  they  became  entrymen  would 
act  jointly  in  carrying  out  that  hope  which  they  had — because  that 
is  the  language  there  and  shows  the  hope  which  they  had  in  their 
bosoms  before  they  became  entrymen. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  point  that  I  wished  to  make. 

Senator  Paynter.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  seemed  to  be  discussing  the 
law  with  a  view  to  determining  what  it  is  with  reference  to  the  rights 
of  claimants,  as  to  what  acts  constitute  fraud,  etc.  Now,  in  reading 
the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  under  date  of  October  7,  1908, 
he  says,  on  page  40.  Before  I  quote  his  decision,  if  I  understand 
the  discussion  between  you  and  tne  chairman  of  the  committee  that 
claimants  under  no  state  of  the  case  have  a  right  to  enter  into  any 
agreement  with  reference  to  the  use  of  the  property  until  after  the 
entry  has  been  made.     Am  I  right  in  that? 

Mir.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Paynter.  Then  in  what  the  Attorney-General  says — he 
was  discussing  this  question  with  reference  to  the  act  of  May,  1908, 
too. 

Mr.  Glavis.  This  was  prior  to  the  act. 

Senator  Paynter.  Yes;  the  act  of  Mav  28, 1908,  has  reference  to 
lands  located  or  coal  claims  located  in  Alaska  prior  to  November  12, 
1908;    Now,  the  Attorney-General  concludes  m  this  language: 

In  view  of  the  above  considerations,  I  anr  of  the  opinion  that  if  the  agreements  or 
arrangements  mentioned  in  your  letter  were  entered  into  by  locator*  of  coal  lands  in 
Alaska  after  they  had  made  their  locations  in  good  faith  and  in  their  own  interest 
alone,  such  locations  may,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act,  May  28,  1908,  lawfully 

riss  to  entry  and  patent  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  said  act.  On  the  other  hand, 
am  of  the  opinion  that,  if  puch  agreements  or  arrangements  were  entered  into  prior 
to  such  locations  being  made,  such  locations  do  not  come  within  the  provisions  of 
said  art  and  can  not  be.lawfully  passed  to  entry  and  patent. 

Now,  he  seems  to  conclude — and  I  read  the  opinion  last  night 
hastily  and  would  not  be  willing  to  interpret  it  without  further  ex- 
amination— but  he  concludes  in  this  opinion,  it  seems  to  me,  that 
with  respect  to  all  lands  located  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of 
1908  they  had  a  right  to  enter  into  an  agreement  between  them- 
selves without  use  of  the  land,  and  for  then:  own  use,  although  the 
entries  had  not  been  made. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  We  were  disoussing- 


Senator  Paynter.  I  am  asking  this  simply  for  information  as  to 
the  law  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  report  of  Mr.  Love  was  made  in  August,  1907. 

Senator  Paynter.  I  am  not  asking  about  the  Love  case,  but  what 
the  Attorney-General  says.  You  have  interpreted  the  law  here  to 
the  chairman. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  interpreting  the  law  of  1904. 

Senator  Paynter.  It  is  interpreting  the  law  of  1908. 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  were  discussing  the  old  law. 

Senator  Paynter.  As  to  the  location  prior  to  November,  or  May 
12, 1906 — if  the  locations  were  made  before  that  time. 

Senator  Sutherland.  He  is  discussing  a  special  law  with  reference 
to  Alaska. 

Senator  Paynter.  I- understand  there  is  a  claim  made  that  under 
that  the  people  had  the  right  to 

Senator  Flint.  He  is  stating  what  he  construes  the  law  to  be  prior 
to  the  passage  of  that  act. 

Senator  Paynter.  Oh,  very  well. 

Mr.  James.  These  entries 'were  made  before  1906,  to  which  this 
refers? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  filings  were  made  before  that. 

Senator  Paynter.  Have  you  not  been  discussing  any  claims  where 
the  locations  were  made  prior  to  1906? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  all  made  prior  to  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  law  on  this  subject,  Mr.  Glavis,  if  I  may  state 
it — the  decision  that  you  refer  to — was  the  decision  in  the  Trinidad 
Coal  and  Coke  Company  case,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  the  decision  that  was  rendered  in  137 
United  States,  which  had  been  the  law  long  before  this.  Now,  Mr. 
Glavis,  did  you  see  Commissioner  Ballinger  again  before  leaving 
Washington  about  this  matter — I  mean  with  reference  to  the  Alaska 
coal  cases — I  mean  before  leaving  Washington? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  not  with  reference  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  you  left  for  the  West  about  when? 

Mr.  Glavis.  December  the  19th  or  20th,  and  along  about  January 
the  4th  I  received 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  what  did  you  do  with  reference  to  those  cases 
after  you  went  West — after  the  19th? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  step  I  took,  or  the  first  action  that  was  taken 
with  reference  to  them?  was  that  I  received  a  letter  about  December 
28, 1  think,  1907,  directing  me  to  make  a  thorough  investigation  of  all 
the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  letter  ought  to  be  put  in  evidence.  It  is  an 
important  letter. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  page  34.  It  is  the  letter  of  the  commissioner 
to  Mr.  Glavis  formally  confirming  instructions  which  he  had  already 
received  orally,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  And  is  it  the  practice  of  the  department,  where  in- 
structions are  given  for  investigations,  as  were  here,  to  confirm  it 
later  by  writing,  in  order  that  a  record  may  be  kept  of  what  is  done? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  our  custom. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  that  letter  of  confirmation,  is  it  customary 
that  it  be  written  at  once,  or  is  there  usually  a  lapse  of  some  days 
before  it  comes? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  usually  takes  a  few  days — sometimes  a  week  or  so — 
to  get  it  through.  It  has  to  be  typewritten  and  signed  and  press- 
copied. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  read  that  letter, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  Exhibit  5,  on  page  34,  is  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.    I  merely  want  it  in  evidence. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  no  need  to  read  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  state  what  was  the  next  thing 
you  did. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  received  a  letter  stating  that  the  Cunningham  cases 
had  been  proved  for  patent. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  when  did  you  receive  that  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recollect  just  when  I  received  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  did  you  do  after  the  date  of  the  receipt  of 
that  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  A  few  days  afterwards,  it  might  have  been  the  same 
day,  I  do  not  remember  that,  I  sent  a  telegram  protesting  against  the 
issuance  of  this  patent. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  that  is  the  telegram  of  the  22d  of  January, 
which  I  desire  to  put  in  evidence. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  in  this  document  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  in  this  book. 

The  Chairman.  On  what  page  is  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  page  464.  And  that  telegram  you  followed 
by  a  letter,  did  you  not,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  January  23, 1907. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  the  22d? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  should  have  said  the  22d. 

(The  telegram  is  as  follows:) 

[The  Wostern  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 

[Number  640.  L.  Sent  by  Tay.  Rcc'd  by  Bf.  24.  Collect.  Check.  Govt.  Re- 
celved  at  Wyatt  Building,  cor.  14th  and  F  streets,  Washington,  D.  C,  .Tany.  22,  1908. 
Dated  Portland.  Ogn.,  22.] 

To  Commissioner  Genkbal  Land  Office  : 

Was  in  \<  ton,  I).  C. 

Coal  entries  mentioned  In  your  letter  Jan.  seventh  should  not  he  clem*  listed. 
I>tter  follow. 

(tLiVIS,   Chief. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  also  put  in  evidence  the  letter  of  January  22, 
which  appears  on  page  8  of  the  record,  the  letter  that  confirms  the 
telegram. 
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(The  letter  is  as  follows:) 

Portland.  Oheu..  January  22,  1908. 
Com  miss  ion  kk,  Gknkral  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sib:  I  am  in  Receipt  of  your  letter  dated  January  7,  1»0N.  transmitting  a  list 
of  conl  entries,  which,  upon  report  of  Special  Agent  Love,  have  beeu  clear-listed 
in  Division  "  P,M  and  referred  to  Division  "  X  "  for  action,  the  names  of  the 
entrymeu  being  as  follows: 

J.   G.  Cunningham.  Fred  C.  Davidson. 

Michael  Doneen.  P.  Cushing  Moore. 

Arthur  D.  Jones.  C.   J.   Smith. 

Orville  D.  Jones.  H.  C.  Henry. 

Walter  B.  Moore.  Alfred  Page. 

Ignntius  Mullen.  Frank  A.  Moore. 

F.  F.  Johnson.  A.  R.  Campbell. 

N.  B.  Nelson.  B.   C.   R'blevy. 

John  A.  Finch.  Henry  Wick. 

Henry  White.  William  R.  Miller. 

Charles  Sweeney.  Andrew  L.  Scofleld. 

Hugh  B.  Wick.  Henry  W.  Collins. 

During  the  summer  of  1907  said  entries,  among  others,  were  partially  investi- 
gated by  Special  Agent  H.  T.  Jones,  who,  under  date  of  August  10,  1907,  re- 
ported that  from  the  preliminary  investigation  made  he  believed  that  the  said 
entries  were  fraudulent  and  recommended  further  investigation. 

Twice  since  making  said  report  Mr.  Jones  has  called  your  attention  to.  the 
same,  recommending  further  investigation  of  all  the  Alaska  conl  cases. 

I  am  advised  by  Mr.  Jones  that  Agent  Love  assisted  him  a  little  in  the  investi- 
gation of  the  coal  cases,  but  he  did  not  go  to  Spokane,  where  the  claimants 
reside  whose  entries  have  been  clear-listed.  Shortly  after  the  preliminary  in- 
vestigation by  agents  Love  and  Jones,  I  understand  that  Agent  Ix>ve  returned 
to  Alaska,  where  he  has  since  remained,  but  since  there  are  not  more  than  two 
or  three  of  the  entrymen  in  this  group  whom  Agent  Love  could  have  interviewed 
In  Alaska,  I  am  unable  to  understand  how  he  could  intelligently  report  on  the 
said  entries. 

While  in  the  office  last  month,  I  was  directed  to  take  charge  of  all  the  Alaska 
coal  cases,  among  which  were  the  foregoing  entries,  and  by  your  letter,  Decem- 
ber 28,  1007,  you  directed  me  to  advise  Special  Agent  Love  that  he  would  do 
only  such  work  upon  the  coal  cases  which  I  deemed  it  advisable  for  him  to  per- 
form. Feeling  that  that  matter  was  left  entirely  to  my  discretion,  I  immedi- 
ately directed  Mr.  Love  to  take  no  further  action  unless  otherwise  directed. 
I  did  this  because  It  was  quite  generally  known  that  Mr.  Love  is  an  active  candi- 
date for  appointment  to  one  of  the  United  States  marshal  ships  in  Alaska,  and 
while  not  questioning  his  integrity,  still  his  judgment  is  likely  to  be  a  little 
warped.  While  Mr.  Love  was  in  Seattle  last  summer  he  told  Agent  Jones  that 
he  was  glad  he  would  not  have  to  investigate  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  because  he 
had  to  live  up  there  and  he  did  not  desire  the  enmity  of  the  people,  some  of 
those  involved  being  his  friends.  For  my  enlightenment  and  assistance  in  the 
investigation  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  I  have  to  respectfully  request  that  I 
be  furnished  with  Special  Agent  Love's  reports  upon  the  entries  upon  which 
he  had  made  a  favorable  recommendation. 

In  view  of  Agent  Love's  political  aspirations  and  because  of  the  conclusions 
reached  by  Agent  Jones  in  his  preliminary  report,  I  respectfully  recommend  that 
the  order  clear-listing  said  entries  be  revoked,  pending  my  investigation.  I 
expect  to  be  able  to  submit  report  thereon  within  a  few  months,  so  that  the 
additional  delay  could  hardly  cause  the  claimants  much  hardship. 
Very  respectfully, 

L.  R.  Glavis,  Chief  of  Field  Division. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  before  that  time  you  had  written  to  Mr.  Love, 
had  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  that  time ;  I  do  not  recall  what  date  it  was. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  are  certain  letters  written  to  Mr.  Love  in 
January,  which  are  among  the  letters  which  we  have  asked  to  be 
produced,  and  it  is  therefore  not  necessary  to  state  the  contents  of 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  What  does  that  mean?    What  is  Division  P? 

Mr.  G  la  vis.  That  is  the  investigating  division  of  the  General  Land 
Office. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  division  with  which  you  were  connected 
under  Mr.  Schwartz  and  of  which  Mr.  Schwartz  was  the  head  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Please  state  fully  what  clear  listing  from  that  divi- 
sion means. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  statement  that  there  is  no  ground  for  further  in- 
vestigation— approving  it — as  far  as  the  fraudulent  character  of  the 
entries  go.  Then  we  send  it  to  another  division  and  they  start  upon 
the  examination  of  the  papers,  seeing  whether  the  papers  are  regular 
and  whether  all  the  affidavits  have  been  made. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  is  Division  N  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  is  the  mineral  division. 

Mr.  James.  So  clear  listing  means  a  favorable  verdict  to  the  per- 
sons who  are  attempting  to  obtain  the  land? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  in  the  process  of  getting  the  patent  it  must 

Sass  through  several  divisions,  each  division  itself  passing  upon 
ifferent  questions? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  That  is,  this  Division  P  passes  upon  the  question  of 
whether  it  was  fraudulent  or  not  and  Division  N  would  pass  upon 
the  question  of  whether  it  was  legal  in  some  other  respects? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Whether  the  papers  were  all  there,  and  then  they 
would  refer  it  to  the  patent  division,  I  think,  and  they  would  patent  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  there  was  also  another  division  which  would 
determine  in  regard  to  minerals,  or  would  that  be  under  Division  N  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Division  N  would  pass  upon  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  returning  to  the  letter  on  page  8,  of  January 
22,  "  have  been  clear  listed  in  Division  P  and  referred  to  Division  N 
for  action,  the  names  of  the  entrymen  being  as  follows  " — then  fol- 
low the  33  Cunningham  entrymen,  do  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  are  all  in  there  or  not. 
There  are  not  all  of  the  33  given,  I  think,  in  that  letter.  All  the 
names  given  were  Cunningham  entrymen. 

Mr.  Brandeis  (reading  from  page  9) : 

During  the  summer  of  11H>7  said  entries,  among  others,  were  partially  investi- 
gated by  Special  Agent  II.  T.  Jones,  who.  under  date  of  August  10.  1907, 
reported*  that  from  the  preliminary  Investigation  made  he  believed  that  the  said 
entries  were  fraudulent  and  recommended  further  investigation.  Twice  since 
making  said  report  Mr.  Jones  has  called  your  attention  to  the  same,  recom- 
mending further  investigation  of  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

I  am  advised  by  Mr.  Jones  that  Agent  Love  assisted  him  a  little  iu  the  Inves- 
tigation of  the  coal  cases,  but  he  did  not  go  to  Spokane,  where  the  claimants 
reside  whose  entries  have  been  clear  listed — 

That  means  the  Cunningham  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir.     Some  of  those  mentioned  in  that  list  reside 
in  Spokane. 
Mr.  Brandeis  (reading) : 

Shortly  after  the  preliminary  investigation  by  Agents  lx>ve  and  Jones  I 
understand  that  Agent  Love  returned  to  Alaska,  where  he  has  since  remained, 
but  since  there  are  not  more  than  two  or  three  of  the  entrymen  in  this  group 
whom  Agent  Love  could  have  interviewed  in  Alaska,  I  am  unable  to  understand 
how  he  could  Intelligently  report  on  the  said  entries. 
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While  in  the  office  last  month  I  was  directed  to  take  charge  of  all  the  Alaska 
coal  cases,  among  which  were  the  foregoing  entries,  and  by  your  letter,  De- 
cember 28,  1907,  you  directed  me  to  advise  Special  Agent  Love  that  he  would 
do  only  such  work  upon  the  coal  cases  which  I  deemed  it  advisable  for  him  to 
perform.  Feeling  that  that  matter  was  left  entirely  to  my  discretion,  I  imme- 
diately directed  Mr.  Love  to  take  no  further  action  unless  otherwise  directed. 
I  did  this  because  it  was  quite  generally  known  that  Mr.  Love  is  an  active 
candidate  for  appointment  to  one  of  the  United  States  marshalships  in  Alaska, 
and,  while  not  questioning  his  integrity,  still  his  judgment  is  likely  to  be  a  little 
warped.  While  Mr.  Love  was  in  Seattle  last  summer  he  told  Agent  Jones  that 
he  was  glad  he  would  not  have  to  investigate  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  because  he 
had  to  live  up  there  and  he  did  not  desire  the  enmity  of  the  people,  some  of 
those  involved  being  his  friends.  For  my  enlightenment  and  assistance  in  the 
investigation  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  I  have  to  respectfully  request  that  I  be 
furnished  with  Special  Agent  Love's  reports  upon  the  entries  upon  which  he 
had  made  a  favorable  recommendation. 

In  view  of  Agent  Love's  political  aspirations,  and  because  of  the  conclusions 
reached  by  Agent  Jones  in  his  preliminary  report,  I  respectfully  recommend 
that  the  order  clear  listing  said  entries  be  revoked  pending  my  investigation. 
I  expect  to  be  able  to  submit  report  thereon  within  a  few  months,  so  that  the 
additional  delay  could  hardly  cause  the  claimants  much  hardship. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Brandeis,  in  this  connection,  let  us 
know  what  the  Land  Office  did  about  this  matter.  Did  they  take 
these  entries  from  the  clear  list  and  put  them  back  in  the  chancery 
for  investigation,  or  did  they  comply  with  Mr.  Glavis's  recommenda- 
tion ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  They  did,  immediately,  and  I  will  put  that  in  and 
go  back  and  show  what  thev  did  earlier.  On  January  23,  on  receipt 
of  the  telegram  from  Mr.  Grlavis  and  before  the  letter  was  received — 
of  course,  Mr.  Schwartz,  as  chief 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  464  of  the  record — the  bottom  of  page  464. 
The  letter  of  Mr.  Schwartz,  chief  of  the  Field  Service  Division,  ad- 
dressed a  letter  to  the  chief  of  Division  N.  This  letter,  of  course, 
will  go  into  the  record. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  the  last  letter  at  the  foot  of  the  page? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Tt  is  the  last  letter  at  the  foot  of  the  page. 

Department  of  thk  Intkrior. 

General  Land  Office. 
Washington,  D.  C  January  23.  HUM. 
Chief  Division  N: 

Referring  to  my  letter  of  January  4,  1908,  and  to  telegram  dated  January  6, 
1908  (3114/08),  from  special  agent  H.  K.  Love,  clear  listing  coal  land  entries 
made  through  Cunningham,  as  agent,  at  Juneau,  Alaska,  I  have  now  to  recall 
said  action  and  request  that  further  action  be  not  taken  in  connection  with  said 
entries  until  further  advised. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  Field  SeriHcc  Division. 
GVF. 

The  Chairman.  The  effect  of  that  was  to  withdraw  them  from  the 
clear  listing  list  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  to  suspend  them. 

The  Chairman.  Put  them  back  where  they  were  before? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCall.  That  was  the  day  after  Mr.  Glavis's  telegram  f 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  acting  on  Mr.  Glavis's  telegram. 

Mr.  Graham.  The  effect  of  that  would  be  to  send  this  back  to 
Division  P? 
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Mr.  Glavi8.  Yes,  sir;  that  would  be  the  effect. 

The  Chairman.  They  were  in  Division  P  still;  that  was  the 
investigating  division,  but  they  ceased  after  that  order  to  clear  list 
the  claims. 

Mr.  James.  No;  they  had  gone  to  Division  N,  had  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  had  gone  to  Division  "  N  "  when  they  were  clear 
listed. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  they  would  go  back  to  Division  P  and 
there  they  would  remain.  That  is  the  investigating  division,  and 
they  would  remain  as  not  clear-listed  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  They  were  in  Division  N  then,  because  the  letter  was 
addressed  to  Chief  of  Division  N  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  introduce  in  evidence  the  several  matters 
covering  the  action  of  the  department  during  the  intervening  period 
of  which  this  was  the  result. 

The  Chairman.  What  intervening  period  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  period  that  intervened  between  the  conference 
and  the  direction  given  by  Commissioner  Ballinger  to  Mr.  Glavis 
in  the  middle  of  December  and  the  receipt  by  Mr.  Glavis  of  the  letter 
of  January  7  and  this  request  on  his  part,  or  protest,  against  the 
clear  listing.  Perhaps  betore  giving  merely  these  letters  it  would 
be  well  to  call  your  attention  to  other  letters  which  should  go  into 
the  record  as  showing  that. 

Mr.  Graham.  Do  you  mean  by  that  that  you  offer  them  now? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  offer  them  in  evidence.  On  page  461  is  the  letter 
of  C.  C.  Heltman,  Chief  of  Mineral  Division.  That  is  Division  N. 
is  it  not,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  letter  is  to  Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz,  Chief  of  Divi- 
sion P.    It  is  dated  November  5, 1907,  and  is  as  follows : 

Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  of  Division  P. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  direction  of  the  Hon.  Assistant  Commissioner  of  date  Sep- 
tember 1,  1907,  yon  are  rdvised  that  the  following  Junenu,  Alaska,  coal  entries 
have  been  approved  by  this  division  for  patent  and  are  held  awaiting  a  clear 
list  by  you,  viz: 
No.  17,  William  E.  Miller,  Clarence  Cunningham,  attorney  In  fact. 
JCo.  10,  R.  C.  Ittblet,  Clarence  Cunningham,  attorney  in  fact. 
No.  21,  Alfred  Page,  Clarence  Cunningham,  attorney  in  fact. 
No.  23,  Frederick  Burbridge,  Clarence  Cunningham,  attorney  in  fact. 
No.  28,  Walter  B.  Moore,  Clarence  Cunningham,  attorney  in  fact. 
No.  29,  Arthur  D.  Jones,  Clarence  Cunningham,  attorney  in  fact. 
Very  respectfully, 

(Signed)  C.  C.  Heltman, 

Chief  Mineral  Division. 

You  will  see  by  that  letter  that  C.  C.  Heltman  reports  certain  of 
the  Cunningham  claims  as  proved  by  this  division — by  this  Mineral 
Division — for  patent,  "  and  are  held  awaiting  a  clear  list  by  you," 
and  at  the  bottom  of  that  is  the  notation : Tt  The  foregoing  letter 
contains  the  following  notations  on  the  face  and  back:  12/6/07  (I 
suppose  the  6th  of  December,  1907).  Mr.  Schwartz  says  hold  pending 
further  advice.    Request  for  approval  of  coal  entries  from  Div.  *  N.' " 

The  Chairman.  This  letter  from  Mr.  Heltman  states  by  direction 
or  "Pursuant  to  direction  of  the  Hon.  Assistant  Commissioner.^ 
Who  was.the  Assistant  Commissioner  at  that  timeledbyV^ 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Fred  Dennett. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  on  the  next  page,  at  the  top  of  page  462,  is 
a  letter  of  December  6,  1907,  from  C.  C.  Heltman,  Chief  of  Division 
N,  to  the  Chief  of  Division  P,  as  follows: 

Sib:  Juneau  coal  entry  3  made  February  23,  1907,  by  Charles  J.  Smith  for  the 
Lyons  coal  claim,  situated  In  the  Kayak  recording  district,  U.  S.  coal  survey 
No.  71,  Is  ready  for  patenting.    Clarence  Cunningham  Is  attorney  in  fact. 
Very  respectfully. 

(Signed)  C.  C.  Heltman, 

Chief  of  Division  N. 

And  then  there  is  this  memorandum  under  that : 

"The  foregoing  letter  contains  the  following  notation  on  face: 
Hold  until  further  advised."  That  was  also  one  of  the  Cunningham 
claims,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  in  this  connection,  referring  to  that 
memorandum  at  the  foot  of  page  461,  as  to  those  two  memorandums. 
Do  you  know  who  made  them  or  in  whose  handwriting  they  are? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  do  not ;  my  knowledge  of  that  comes  merely  from 
the  fact  that  this  is  part  ot  the  record  which  was  made  by  Mr. 
Schwartz  in  his  report  to  Secretary  Ballinger.  He  gives  them  as 
the  memorandum  on  papers  appearing  in  the  office.  I  have  never 
seen  the  original.  Perhaps  Mr.  Glavis,  when  he  looks  at  the  initials, 
may  be  able  to  say  something  about  it.    I  will  call  his  attention  to  it. 

The  Chairman.  "  MDT  "  at  the  top  of  page  462,  what  does  that 
mean? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Those  are  the  initials  of  one  of  the  clerks.  They  are 
probably  the  initials  of  the  stenographer  who  wrote  the  letter.  The 
initials  above  "  C.  A.  H."  would  probably  be  the  initials  of  the  clerk 
who  wrote  the  letter. 

Mr.  Graham.  The  letter  "N"  means  the  division  and  the  other 
letters  are  the  initials? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  "  N  "  is  the  division  and  the  other  the  initials 
of  the  clerk  writing  the  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  now  introduce  in  their  order  the  following 
letters:  December  26,  1907  (p.  462),  letter  of  H.  H.  Schwartz, 
Chief  Field  Service  Division,  to  Mr.  J.  T.  Murphy. 

The  letter  is  as  follows : 

"P"    HHS    38231  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office. 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  26,  1901. 
Mr.  J.   T.    Murphy: 

Upon  the  attached  report  from  Special  Agent  Love  you  will  please  notify 
Division  "  N  "  that  the  Alaska  coal-land  entries  In  said  report  mentioned  are 
dear  listed  as  to  Division  "  P."  You  will  also  notify  Chief  of  Field  Division 
Glavis. 

Respectfully. 

H.  H.  Schwaktz, 
JH  Chief  Field  Service  Division. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Who  is  Mr.  Murphy  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  a  clerk  in  Division  P  of  the  General  Land  Office. 
Mr.  Brandet8.  Did  you  get  any  such  notice  other  than  the  letter  of 
January  7,  which  you  received  shortly  before  January  22? 
Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  was  the  only  notice  I  got,  that  letter. 
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The  Chairman.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  note  at  the  foot 
of  that  letter :  "  The  foregoing  letter  contains  the  following  notations 
on  face.    See  138303~07.'r  What  does  that  mean? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Glavis  will  be  able  to  answer  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  say  that  that  meant  the  file  number  of  a  case 
in  Division  P,  but  I  am  not  sure.  It  might  have  referred  to  some 
letter  having  been  written  relative  to  this  case. 

The  Chairman.  It  might  have  referred  to  some  letter  or  telegram, 
might  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir ;  and  it  might  have  been  a  file  number.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  it  is  some  letter  or  telegram. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  next  letter  is  the  letter  of  January  3,  1908,  of 
C.  C.  Heltman,  chief  of  division,  to  chief  of  Division  P,  as  follows : 

N    G.  A.  H.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  0.,  January  3,  1908. 
Chief  of  Division  P. 

Sir  :  Juneau  coal  entry  No.  22,  made  April  23,  1007,  by  W.  W.  Baker  for  the 
Victor  coal  claim  In  the  Kyak  recording  district,  U.  S.  coal  survey  No.  38,  is 
ready  for  patenting.    Clarence  Cunningham  Is  attorney  in  faet 
Very  respectfully, 

C.   if.  rilSLTIf AN, 

MDT  Chief  of  Division. 

This  letter  bears  notation :  Hold  HHS  on  the  face. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know,  Mr.  Glavis,  what  those  initials 
stand  for,  "HHS?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  H.  H.  Schwartz. 

The  Chairman.  This  letter  bears  the  notation :  Hold  HHS  on  the 
face. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  "  Same  inclosed  in  envelope  marked  3114.  As- 
signed to  cases  Miss  H.;"  then  following  it  "Love,  H.  K.,  S.  A.. 
Juneau,  Alaska.  Date,  Jan.  6,  1908.  Subject:  Telegram.  All 
Cunningham  coal  entries  same  status.  Special.  Mr.  Schwartz.  Re- 
ferred to  Division  N."  Are  you  able  to  ^ive  any  explanation  of  that 
any  more  than  any  of  us  can  by  reading  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  the  next,  January  4,  1908 

The  Chairman.  One  moment.  These  letters  that  you  have  re- 
ferred to  were  December  6,  December  26,  and  January  3.  Now,  it 
was  January  7  when  the  department,  or  the  Land  Office,  sent  the 
letter  to  Mr.  Glavis  notifying  him  that  the  claims  had  been  clear 
listed,  was  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  this  last  was  telegraphic  communication 
that  is  referred  to  there. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  the  Land  Office  made  no  concealment 
about  it?  Shortly  after  this  clear  listing  they  informed  Mr.  Glavis 
about  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  They  informed  him  of  the  fact  that  it  had  been 
done. 

The  Chairman.  They  made  no  concealment  about  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly  not ;  but  they  did  it  as  a  matter  of  letter, 
whereas  these  other  communications  were  by  telegram. 
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Mr.  James.  Within  30  days  after  the  first  clear  listing  was  di- 
rected, was  it  not,  in  the  *  Cunningham  case? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  letter  to  Mr.  Glavis  was  dated  January  7 ;  the 
clear  listing  order  appears  to  have  been  entered  on  December  26. 
That  is  the  direction  which  Mr.  Schwartz  gives  to  Mr.  Murphy. 
On  page  462  is  the  letter  of  December  26,  1907.  That  is  the  first 
clear  listing  order  from  Division  P.  That  is  the  division  with  which 
Mr.  Glavis  was  connected. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  December  26? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  January  27 

Mr.  Glavis.  A  letter  is  written  to  him. 

The  Chairman.  Notifying  Mr.  Glavis  to  that  effect  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  which  letter,  in  ordinary  course  of  mail, 
he  would  receive  on  the  12th  or  13th ;  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  not 
apparently  get  it.    He  probably  was  away. 

Mr.  James.  In  this  letter  of  December  6  saying  that  coal  survey 
No.  71  is  ready  for  patenting — Clarence  Cunningham  is  attorney  in 
fact,  is  he  not- — 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  clear  listing  in  the  mineral  division. 
That  is  Division  N,  or  which  Mr.  Heltman  is  chief.  In  this  Division 
P,  as  far  as  they  are  concerned,  they  are  clear  listed,  and  it  was  still 
waiting  for  the  decision  as  to  whether  it  was  fraudulent  or  not,  as 
to  which  Division  P  would  make  it. 

Mr.  James.  So  Division  N  can  refer  to  Division  P  and  Division  P 
can  refer  to  Division  N? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Preciselv. 

Mr.  James.  I  thought  they  came  up  from  Division  P  to  Division  N, 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Glavis  can  explain  that  better  than  I  can. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Division  N  can  not  take  any  action  toward  passing 
an  entry  to  patent  that  has  been  called  for  by  Division  P  until  it 
receives  a  clear  listing  order  from  Division  P. 

Mr.  James.  If  that  is  true,  then  this  letter  of  December  6,  cer- 
tainly in  that  view  of  it,  referring  to  survey  No.  71,  had  already  been 
clear  listed  by  Division  P,  because  Division  N 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No  ;  they  had  it  under  investigation  in  that  division 
at  the  same  time ;  that  is,  Division  N  was  investigating  this  with  ref- 
erence to  its  minerals. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  ready  for  patent  so  far  as  the  regularity  of  the 

Spers  were  concerned,  but  it  had  to  first  get  a  clear-listing  order  from 
vision  P,  whether  there  were  any  grounds  for  charges  of  fraud 
against  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  call  attention  to  that  order,  that  clear-listing 
order,  from  Division  N,  not  so  much  because  it  was  ordered  clear 
listed,  but  because  Mr.  Schwartz  himself  had  noted  on  it  that  it  would 
be  held  up;  that  is,  he  had  recognized  the  grounds  for  investigation 
at  that  time  and  as  being  a  matter  which  was  not  considered  appar- 
ently by  the  Commissioner  under  the  order  of  the  clear  list  after  Mr, 
Glavis  went  away. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  After  all  this  correspondence,  and  after  it  had  been 
clear  listed,  then,  upon  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  Glavis,  they 
were  stricken  off.    Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  true.  I  have  not  put  in  all  the  letters,  but 
I  think  they  should  all  go  in.    Now,  on  page  462  is  a  letter  of  Mr, 
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Schwartz,  and  at  the  beginning  of  page  463  is  a  letter  of  January  4 
of  Mr.  Schwartz  to  Division  N7  which  reads  as  follows : 

I  have  to  advise  yon  that  under  date  of  August  2,  1907,  Special  Agent  H.  K. 
Love  reported  that  the  following-named  persons  made  coal  entries  at  Juneau, 
Alaska,  through  Clarence  Cunningham  as  agent,  and  recommended  that  the 
same  be  favorably  considered. 

Then  follows  the  Cunningham  claimants. 

It  also  appears  that  Clarence  Cunningham  made  a  coal  entry  In  his  own 
behalf. 

Upon- the  above-mentioned  report  the  entries  above  referred  to  are  clear 
listed  as  to  this  division.  Reference  is  had  to  your  letters  addressed  to  this 
division,  dated  November  5  and  November  6,  1907. 

Those  are  the  letters  that  have  just  been  referred  to — that  is,  Mr. 
Schwartz  in  that  letter  of  January  4  gives  the  formal  notice  to 
Division  N,  which  he  had  directed  Mr.  Murphy,  on  December  26,  to 
give,  and  also  shows  that  it  is  on  this  report  of  August  2,  1907 — 
that  is,  the  Love  report  of  August  2, 1907 — that  they  were  comment- 
ins  on. 

Mr.  James.  I  thought  that  Love  had  been  taken  out  of  that  divi- 
sion. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  That,  as  we  contend,  is  the  fact.  The  precise  point 
for  which  I  introduce  it  is  this:  This  conversation  with  Mr.  Ballin- 
ger — all  of  these  proceedings  with  Mr.  Schwartz  and  Mr.  Ballinger — 
took  place  in  the  middle  of  December,  and  within  the  next  fortnight 
action  was  taken  with  respect  to  these  Cunningham  claims  without  his 
knowledge  at  the  time  which  directly  refers  to  that  action.  It  is  that 
clear  listing  of  those  claims,  after  all,  that  had  occurred  in  the  con- 
ferences between  Mr.  Schwartz  and  Commissioner  Ballinger  which 
formed  one  of  the  important  facts  requiring  investigation  by  this 
committee  and  in  connection  with  this  further  fact,  as  appears  by 
the  next  telegram,  on  page  463.  I  introduce  the  telegram  of  Janu- 
ary 6, 1908,  as  follows: 

Commissioner  Gknebal  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Answering  telegram,  4tli,  all  Cunningham  coal  entries  same  status. 

Love, 

That  telegram  of  July  4,  which  is  referred  to,  is  not  in  this  record ; 
that  is  Senate  Document  248. 

The  Chairman.  What  are  you  reading  from  now  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  463  of  Senate  Document  248,  which  refers  to 
a  telegram  of  the  4th.  It  is  an  answer  to  the  telegram  of  the  4th.  It 
says,  "Answering  telegram,  4th.1'    It  is  in  the  middle  of  the  page. 

Mr.  McCall.  And  you  have  asked  for  that  telegram? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  have  asked  for  the  telegram  to  which  this  is  an 
answer. 

Mr.  McCall.  Mr.  Chairman,  would  it  not  be  well  to  decide  just 
what  the  status  of  this  document,  No.  248,  is?  A  great  many  papers 
are  admissible,  but  would  you  regard  them  all  as  evidence  without  the 
formal  introduction  of  them  by  counsel,  or  only  such  papers  as  are 
introduced  ?  It  seems  to  contain  a  copy  of  a  good  many  letters,  papers, 
and  telegrams. 

The  Chairman.  I  believe  that  all  the  papers  that  Mr.  Brandeis 
offers  are  evidence — telegrams  and  letters  being  strictly  in  evidence 
before  the  committee — but  of  course  as  a  committee  we  have  the  right 
to  decide  what  is  admissible. 
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Mr.  McCall.  Would  it  not  be  well  to  decide  what  the  status  of  the 
book  is  as  a  whole? 

Senator  Flint.  As  far  as  this  committee  itself  is  concerned,  I  sup- 
pose this  has  no  other  bearing  than  any  other  public  document  ? 

Mr.  McCall.  It  is  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and 
we  have  copies  of  it  and  are  refering  to  it. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  It  will  be  referred  to  by  counsel  in  the  argument. 

Mr.  Graham.  We  might  ascertain  what  Mr.  Brandeis  intends  here. 
Is  it  your  intention,  Mr.  Brandeis,  to  introduce  the  entire  contents  of 
this  Senate  Document  No.  248? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  nothing  in  the  document  which  I  am  not 
perfectly  ready  to  have  introduced,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  for  the 
intelligent  presentation  of  it,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  entirely 
rearrange  the  document. 

Mr.  McCall.  I  was  not  finding  fault  with  your  procedure,  Mr. 
Brandeis.  It  is  very  proper  that  we  should  direct  our  attention  to 
certain  things  in  the  book.  I  was  simply  trying  to  fix  the  status  of 
the  document  before  the  committee,  whether  we  should  regard  it  as 
being  in  evidence  before  us. 

Mr.  Denby.  If  you  are  satisfied  that  the  statements  are  accurately 
introduced  here,  why  not  introduce  the  entire  volume  in  evidence,  and 
make  your  criticism  of  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  it  should  all  go  in,  but  there  are  certain 
papers  as  to  which  we  desire  the  original,  because  we  think  there 
are  notations  upon  them. 

Mr.  Denby.  You  are  referring  constantly  to  the  book  by  page  and 
line,  and  the  book  is  not  in  evidence.    Why  do  you  not  put  it  in? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  would  be  very  glad  to  put  it  in. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  suppose  part  of  it  does  not  belong  to  Mr.  Bran- 
deis's  side  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  certainly  does  not.  There  are  arguments  of  Mr. 
Dennett  and  Mr.  Schwartz  and  others. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  mean  merely  for  the  purpose  of  reference.  You  can 
put  the  book  in,  and  then  you  can  refer  to  it  by  page  and  line. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  act  on  the  suggestion  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  understand  that  you  are  willing  that  it  should 
be  offered  in  evidence,  but  that  you  do  not  consider  that  it  is  in  logical 
order. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  almost  impossible  to  fined  certain  papers ;  it  is 
un  indexed. 

Mr.  James.  I  think  we  could  refer  to  the  page  number,  and  the 
stenographer  could  copy  it  without  putting  in  the  whole  book. 

The  Chairman.  It  seems  to  me  that  perhaps  the  clearest  way 
^would  be  to  have  Mr.  Brandeis  offer  these  letters  as  they  are  in  the 
record — that  is,  offer  them  as  evidence  and  consider  them  as  evidence, 
and  unless  some  question  is  raised  as  to  whether  they  are  true  copies 
or  not,  they  can  stand  as  evidence  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  entirely  satisfactory. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  a  good  deal  in  this  book  outside  of  this; 
there  is  the  report  of  Mr.  Glavis  to  the  President;  there  is  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Ballinger  containing  his  explanation  to  the  President  in 
reply  to  these  charges;  there  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Dennett,  the  com- 
missioner; and  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwartz;  and  each  of  them  con- 
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tains  a  statement  of  its  own.  I  take  it  that  those  mere  statements  are 
in  the  shape  of  letters  and  are  not  properly  in  evidence  before  this 
committee,  or  should  not  be.  They  were  matters  submitted  to  the 
President  and  were  simply  statements  by  those  gentlemen,  but  I 
think  the  best  way  for  us  is  to  have  Mr.  Brandeis  go  on  as  he  did 
this  morning  and  cite  the  letters  that  he  wants  us  to  consider  as  evi- 
dence, and  if  there  is  any  dispute  about  the  genuineness  or  correct- 
ness of  the  letters,  we  can  take  them  as  they  are  found  in  this  book. 
Is  there  any  objection  to  that  course  by  the  committee?  There  being 
no  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Senator  Flint.  I  presume  that  other  than  this  one  matter  that 
Mr.  Brandeis  has  called  our  attention  to  that  he  has  called  for  the 
originals  in  certain  instances,  and  stated  as  a  reason  that  there  were 
indorsements  that  were  not  contained  in  the  document. 

The  Chairman.  Certainly;  whatever  documents  are  not  here  he 
has  submitted  a  list  of  and  we  will  try  to  get  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  next  introduce,  acting  upon  that  suggestion,  the 
telegram  of  Love  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office, 
which  appears  on  page  463,  dated  January  11,  1908,  Juneau,  Alaska. 

Plats  Cunningham  coal  ordered  seventh,  mailed  eighth. 

(Together  with  envelope  marked  on  face  as  follows:  6127.  (PencU)  (38231.) 
Love,  H.  K.,  Juneau,  Alaska.  Dated  January  11,  1908.  Subject:  "Telegram." 
Plats  Cunningham  coal  ordered  seventh,  mailed  eighth.  Hand  to  Mr.  Carr. 
O.  K.  Carr.    Referred  to  Div.  P.) 

Mr.  Glavis,  who  is  Mr.  Carr? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Carr  was  then  the  private  secretary  of  Commis- 
sioner Ballinger.    He  is  now  his  private  secretary. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Private  secretary  to  Secretary  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.    * 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  he  is  the  same  Mr.  Carr  that  you  have  re- 
ferred to  as  having  had  the  conversation  with ! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  out  there. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  the  private  secretary  to  Commissioner  Bal- 
linger also? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  you  will  note  that  the  telegram  of 
the  7th,  to  which  this  is  an  answer,  is  not  introduced  now.  That  is 
also  among  the  papers  which  we  have  called  for.  It  does  not  appear 
in  this  printed  record.  I  will  introduce  now  the  letter  of  Assistant 
Commissioner  Dennett  to  Mr.  Glavis,  which  appears  on  page  465.  It 
is  as  follows 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  excuse  me.  Do  you  think  it  is 
necessary  for  you  to  read  this  letter.  We  have  it  in  the  book  be- 
fore us. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  only  read  it  because  it  is  important  and  I  wish  to 
base  a  question  on  it  that  I  am  going  to  ask. 

Department  of  the  Interior. 

General  Land  Office. 
Washington.  D.  C,  February  .>.  190*. 
Mr.  L.  R.  (Jlavis. 

Chief  of  Field  Division, 

Portland,  Oregon. 
Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  January  22,  1908,  asking  for  the  further 
suspension  of  certain  Alaska  coal  entries,  known  as  the  Cunningham  group. 
These  entries  had  been  clear  listed  upon  a  report  of  Special  Agent  Love,  and 
subsequently  upon  wire  from  you  the  suspension  was  reinstated.  In  conclud- 
ing your  letter  you  say  that: 
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"  I  expect  to  be  able  to  submit  a  report  thereon  within  a  few  months." 

This  is  not  sufficient.  The  office  feels  that  applicants  to  purchase  coal  lands 
In  Alaska  have,  for  reasons  not  In  any  way  chargeable  to  you,  already  been  con- 
siderably delayed. 

You  will,  therefore,  on  receipt  of  this  letter  proceed  to  Spokane,  and  com' 
plete  your  investigation  and  make  final  report  as  to  these  claims. 

I  inclose  you  herewith  copy  of  letter  and  telegram  reports  from  Special 
Agent  Love  upon  which  the  cases  in  question  were  clear  listed.  The  office  will 
also  give  consideration  to  the  other  matters  referred  to  in  your  letter  of  the 
22nd  ult. 

Very  respectfully,  Fbed  Dennett,  Commissioner.  • 

What  papers  were  inclosed  with  that  letter  from  Mr.  Dennett? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Love's  report  of  August  2,  1907,  which  was  referred 
to  this  morning. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  Was  there  any  paper  inclosed  with  that  letter,  or 
a  copy  of  any  paper  which  you  haa  not  already  examined,  and  the 
effect  of  which  you  had  not  discussed  with  Mr.  Schwartz  when  you 
were  in  Washington  in  December  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  there' was  not  any  other  paper.  When  I 
wrote  my  letter  of  January  22  for  the  report  referred  to  by  the  assist- 
ant commission  in  his  letter  of  January  7 — the  report  of  August  2, 
1907,  by  Special  Agent  Love — I  imagined  he  had  made  another  report 
on  that  date  which  I  did  not  have,  because  I  could  not  understand 
how  they  could  consider  that  August  2,  1907,  report  as  the  basis  of 
patenting  these  coal  claims.  They  had  not  considered  it.  It  had 
been  about  five  months.  By  that  time  we  had  not  taken  any  action 
with  a  view  to  patenting  the  claims.  When  I  was  in  Washington 
on  that  report  I  thought  maybe  it  was  some  other  report  that  I  nad 
not  seen  when  I  was  there. 

Mr.  Graham.  Was  there  any  new  matter  in  this  report  on  which 
to  base  a  change  of  action ;  and  if  there  was,  what  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  mean  a  favorable  change  on  that? 

Mr.  Graham.  Yes ;  in  the  way  of  clear  listing. 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  not  any  except  a  statement  that  it  was  his 
information  that  that  was  an  unlawful  act. 

*    The  Chairman.  After  that  Love  report  and  between  the  order  for 
clear  listing,  were  there  not  one  or  two  reports  made  by  Jones? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir;  August  10,  August  13,  1907,  and  one  of 
November  1, 1907. 

Mr.  Bran  deis.  Is  there  not  also  one  of  December  2, 1907? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Did  Jones  report  favorably  to  the  clear  listing  of  these 
claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  It  was  to  the  contrary,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  his  report,  especially  the  one  of  Novem- 
ber 1,  1907,  recommended  a  further  investigation  of  all  the  Alaska 
coal  cases. 

Mr.  James.  Where  was  Love  when  this  land  was  clear  listed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  in  Alaska. 

Mr.  James.  What  was  he  doing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  a  special  agent  there. 

Senator  Fletcher.  When  did  you  first  notify  him  discontinuing 
his  service  as  special  agent? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know ;  I  think  that  letter  is  referred  to  in  the 
record.    It  was  some  time  about  the  middle  of  January. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  These  letters  do  not  appear  in  the  printed  record, 
but  we  have  called  for  them.  There  appear  to  have  been  two  letters 
sent  by  Mr.  Glavis,  one  on  January  11  and  the  other  January  31. 
There  does  not  appear  to  have  been  any  action.  These  letters  are 
failed  for  among  the  papers  in  the  list  which  I  have  given  you.  I 
desire  to  introduce  at  this  time — not  especially  through  this  witness — 
what  appears  in  the  record  in  this  printed  paper  as  to  the  extent  and 
value  of  the  coal  land,  a  report  made  by  the  expertof  the  Cunningham 
claimants. 

The  Chairman.  On  what  page  is  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  appears  on  pages  56-60.  There  are  also  some 
other  papers  in  the  record 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you,  is  that  in  a  government  report  or 
a  report  to  Mr.  Cunningham — that  Hawkins  report? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  it  is  a  report  to  Mr.  Cunningham.  Mr. 
Glavis  can  answer  that.  It  is  this  report  which  appears  as  Exhibit  20. 
..  The  Chairman.  Commencing  on  page  56  and  ending  on  page  60. 
j  Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  a  report  by  an  expert  employed  by  Cunning- 
ham to  make  an  investigation  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  coal 
thould  be  mined. 
.  The  Chairman.  That  is  a  report  made  by  him  to  Mr.  Cunningham. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.  There  is  also  another  opinion,  which  can 
hardly  be  dignified  as  a  report;  it  is  merely  a  letter  bearing  on  the 
subject. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  offer  this  report  in  evidence? 
:  Mr.  $randei8.  I  do  offer  it  in  evidence  as  a  statement  of  one  person 
who  professes  to  know  the  facts  in  regard  to  the  Cunningham  land, 
not  that  it  is  necessarily  true,  but  that  it  is  a  contention  that  that  was 
the  fact. 

The  Chairman.  It  commences  on  page  56  and  ends  on  page  60, 
and  is  marked  "  Exhibit  No.  20." 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  and  likewise  there  is  also  another  letter 
bearing  on  this  subject,  although  the  dates  are  not  the  same,  on  page 
284.  being  a  letter  addressed  to  Secretary  Garfield  by  one  M.  K. 
Rodgers,  which  relates  to  the  extent  and  character  of  the  lands.  Of 
course,  the  purpose  is  merely  as  showing 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  offer  that  in  evidence? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  merely  as  a  statement  of  some  person.  I, 
of  course,  can  not  vouch  for  it,  and  do  not  propose  to  say  that  the 
statements  are  necessarily  true ;  but  there  was  a  claim  and  contention 
and  belief  that  these  coal  lands  were  very  extensive. 
,  The  Chairman.  One  minute ;  let  me  suggest  to  you,  to  avoid  argu- 
ing as  to  the  effect  of  the  evidence,  in  the  interest  of  saving  time. 
State  what  you  want  to  put  in  and  put  it  in,  but  do  not  argue  to  the 
committee  on  the  effect  of  the  evidence.  It  is  not  because  your  argu- 
ment is  objectionable,  but  because  it  delays  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  merely  wanted  to  avoid  any  possible  misunder- 
standing. I,  of  course,  do  not  know  to  what  extent  these  reports  are 
credible  evidence  on  the  facts  that  they  state.  They  are  not  sworn 
to,  but  are  merely  evidence  that  some  persons  who  profess  to  know  put 
a  very  great  value  upon  this  land,  and  to  a  very  large  extent.    I 
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merely  wanted  the  committee  to  understand  that  I  was  not  vouching 
for  the  truth  of  the  statements. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  now  take  a  recess  until  2 
o'clock,  and  at  that  time  counsel  and  Mr.  Glavis  will  be  kind  enough 
to  appear. 

(The  committee  accordingly,  at  1  o'clock  p.  m.,  took  a  recess  until  2 
o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTER  RECESS. 

at  2  p.  m. 

The  Chairman.  A  quorum  of  the  committee  is  present,  and  we 
will  proceed,  Mr.  Brandeis. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  At  the  time  that  you  sent  your  telegram  and  letter 
of  January  22, 1908,  protesting  against  the  clear  listing,  had  you  up 
to  that  time  collected  any  evidence  on  the  Cunningham  claims  which 
was  not  in  the  possession  of  the  General  Land  Office  when  you  left 
there  on  December  19  with  copies  of  all  the  papers? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  make  any  investigation  during  that 
time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  there  was  there  at  that  time,  among  others, 
the  affidavit  of  August  5,  1907,  taken  by  Jones,  which  appears  on 
page  281  of  the  record  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  I  wish  to  put  in — the  affidavit  of  August  5, 
1907,  taken  by  Jones. 

The  Chairman.  At  what  page  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  281  of  the  record.  One  of  the  Cunningham 
claims ;  Exhibit  10. 

(The  letter  is  as  follows:) 

Exhibit  10. 
[Exhibit  No.  21  of  Jones  Report,] 

State  or  Washington, 

City  and  County  of  Spokane,  88: 

Fred  H.  Mason,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  of  lawful  age,  whose  residence 
and  post-office  address  Is  No.  214  Eighth  avenue,  Spokane,  Wash.,  being  duly 
sworn,  hereby  on  oath  deposes : 

I  am  the  identical  Fred  H.  Mason  who  on  July  4, 1004,  filed  notice  of  location 
for  coal  claim  "Adrian  "  in  the  Alaska  district.  On  February  21,  1D0G,  I  filed 
declaratory  statement  No.  1S5  for  said  land,  and  on  April  11, 1907,  I  made  entry 
No.  16  for  the  same,  all  through  my  agent,  Charles  Cunningham. 

We — that  is,  the  group  of  Spokane  and  other  parties  who  filed  through  Cun- 
ningham as  agent— have  each  put  in  $2,000  to  $3,000  in  developing  said  coal  lands 
and  have  paid  the  government  price  for  the  same. 

We  have  not  sold  or  agreed  to  sell  our  claims.  Each  member  or  individual  of 
the  party  that  filed  is  well  able,  financially,  to  pay  for  his  land.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  single  individual  would  agree  to  sell  his  claim. 

We  have  often  talked  of  what  we  were  going  to  do  with  our  claims,  both 
before  and  after  making  entry.  The  popular  idea  with  us  is  that  after  we  get 
our  titles  from  the  Government  we  will  make  an  effort  to  get  a  railroad  to  our 
lands,  so  as  to  get  the  coal  out  for  shipment.  We  thought  that  If  it  were  per- 
fectly legal  we  would  form  a  company  and  Issue  stock  for  the  securing  of  bonds 
for  the  building  of  a  road  to  this  land,  but  we  don't  want  to  do  anything  that 
is  not  regular.  Or  we  thought  if  we  could  get  somebody  to  take  a  part  of  the 
stock  and  put  a  railroad  in  we  might  do  that.  „.,,.,,, 

We  realize  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  any  individual  claimant  to  put 
up  money  to  secure  transportation. 
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A  large  portion  of  the  money  invested  in  this  land  has  been  used  in  develop- 
ing the  claims. 

Mr.  Cunningham,  as  I  understand  it,  wrote  the  Interior  Department,  asking 
if  instead  of  doing  a  small  amount  of  development  work  on  each  oue  of  the  83 
claims  located  by  him,  could  he  use  the  lump  sum  to  develop  certain  ones  of 
the  claim,  and  I  understand  that  he  received  a  favorable  reply  to  his  letter  and 
has  gone  ahead  along  these  lines. 

There  have  been  several  parties  who  have  approached  Mr.  Cunningham  with 
a  view  to  investing  mouey  lu  a  railroad  to  develop  and  transport  the  coal  from 
our  claims,  and,  if  the  titles  are  found  to  be  good,  a  deal  with  an  eastern  rep- 
resentative of  the  American  Smelting  and  Refining  Company,  which  is  the 
Guggenheim  outfit,  may  be  closed  with  us. 

I  aiu  glad  the  department  has  sent  its  representative  here  to  look  Into  this 
matter,  because  we  want  to  do  the  right  thing  in  the  matter.  We  would  like 
to  get  a  ruling  on  the  matter,  as  to  whether  or  not  we  can  do  what  we  want  to 
do  in  connection  with  this  coal  land,  and,  of  course,  if  we  can't  combiue  and 
interest  others  in  our  proposition  we  want  to  know  it  so  as  to  be  able  to  go 
ahead  and  handle  our  claims  individually. 

(Signed)  Fbed  H.  Mason. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  at  Spokane,  Wash.,  this  5th  day  of  Au- 
gust, 1007. 

(Signed)  Horace  Tillard  Jones, 

Special  Agent,  Oeneral  Land  Office. 

A.  B.  Campbell,  being  duly  sworn,  hereby  on  oath  deposes : 
I  have  read  the  above  statement  of  Fred  H.  Mason  with  respect  to  his  coal 
claim  in  Alaska,  and  I  hereby  state  that  the  same  circumstances  apply  to  my 
own  coal  claim,  being  entry  No.  13  for  the  "  Collier  "  coal  claim. 

(Signed)  A.  B.  Campbell. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  at  Spokane,  Wash.,  this  5th  day  of  Au- 
gust, 1907. 

(Signed)  Horace  Tillard  Jones, 

Special  Agent,  Oeneral  Land  Office. 


Mr.  Brandeis.  And  you  will  observe  there  is  attached  to  it  a  con- 
firmatory affidavit  of  A.  B.  Campbell.  He  is  another  of  the  Cun- 
ningham claimants,  is  he  not,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  desire  also  to  call  attention  in  the  report  of  Jones, 
of  August  13,  which  has  been  put  in  evidence,  but  was  not  read.  I 
call  attention  to  the  last  sentence  of  that  report,  namely — it  appears 
on  page  33 — the  last  sentence.  The  report  begins  on  page  26,  but  it 
closes  on  page  33,  and  I  call  attention  to  the  last  sentence,  which  is: 

I  would  therefore  again  recommend  that  these  entries  be  carefully  investi- 
gated by  an  experienced  and  fearless  agent. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  date  of  that? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  report  is  dated  August  13, 1907. 

The  Chairman.  It  commences  on  page  26? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  begins  there,  but  the  paragraph  to  which  I  refer 
is  on  page  33. 

I  will  ask  you  also,  Mr.  Glavis,  without  my  reading  it,  to  look  at 
the  list  of  entrants  which  is  given  in  that  report,  together  with  a  list 
of  the  agents. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  in  that  report  of  Jones? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  report  of  August  13,  the  same  report  of  Jones. 
There  is  a  list  of  the  claimants  there,  as  you  will  see,  in  which  Cun- 
ningham appears  as  the  agent,  as  there  stated ;  and  it  also  gives  the 
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residences  of  those  persons.  I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time  to  read 
them,  but  the  committee  will  see  that  as  soon  as  they  examine  the 
report. 

I  will  also  introduce  in  evidence  the  letter  of  Mr.  Love  to  Mr. 
Glavis,  which  appears  on  pages  9  and  10  of  the  record.  It  is  the 
letter  of  February  17, 1908,  which,  as  you  will  see,  is  in  reply  to  the 
letter  of  January  31,  which  we  have  not,  but  which  is  among  the 
papers  which  we  have  called  for. 

(The  letter  is  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Juneau,  Alaska,  February  11,  J908. 
Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 

Sib  :  Replying  to  yours  of  January  31  ultimo,  R.  E.  reports  to  G.  L  O.  In  the 
various  coal  locations  comprising  what  is  commonly  known  as  the  "Gunning- 
ham  group,"  and  colling  for  copy  of  report  therein,  would  say  that  applica- 
tions for  entry  of  these  locations  Were  made  at  different  dates,  and  that  officially 
each  claim  is  distinct  or  was  so  considered  hy  me.  Therefore,  there  Is  not  any 
single  report  as  you  require,  but  a  letter  to  the  R.  and  R.  at  Juneau,  in  each 
case,  including  an  affidavit  I  secured  from  each  applicant,  and  with  statement 
that,  considering  the  fact  set  forth  In  such  affidavit  and  other  Information  had, 
I  recommend  entry. 

(I  believe  the  Instructions  do  not  provide  that  an  agent  should  "  recommend," 
and  it  is  not  my  custom  now.) 

The  further  information  consisted  of  many  interviews  with  Cunningham  and 
various  other  persons  in  and  about  Katalla,  from  a  consensus  of  which  a  fairly 
reliable  opinion  of  the  real  status  could  be  determined,  although  the  Individual 
interviews  and  statements  could  not  well  be  recorded.  A  principal  one  was 
that  with  the  father  of  Fred  C.  Davison  the  first  day  I  was  in  Katalla.  and 
while  yet  utterly  unknown  to  him ;  while  sitting  on  the  shore,  throwing  pebbles 
Into  the  surf,  he  told  me  what  considerable  sums  his  son  had  put  into  his  claim, 
and  how;  of  his  uncertainty  that  it  was  worth  it,  and  how  he  had  stopped  off 
on  his  way  to  Seward  to  try  to  determine  for  his  son  whether  to  hold  or  let  go ; 
that  it  might  be  years  after  entry  before  anything  could  be  realized,  and  on  my 
question,  that  there  was  not  any  plan  amongst  .the  various  locators  as  to  future 
disposition. 

Everything  said,  and  the  manner,  indicated  that  he  told  the  truth.  From  all  I 
reasoned  that  the  absolute  requirements  of  the  law  were  being  met  by  these 
people  to  a  very  considerably  faithful  degree,  though  likely  not  covering  what 
might  be  considered  by  some  as  the  probable  intent;  the  perfect  nonexistence 
of  any  intent  or  hope,  however  indefinite,  of  final  consolidation  by  locators  or 
vendees.  I  am  not  simple  enough  to  believe  but  that  coal  locators  hope,  at  least, 
to  Join  with  others  for  development  or  sale,  after  entry. 

Later,  upon  verbal  order  of  the  honorable  commissioner,  I  wrote  the  General 
Land  Office  on  July  24,  1007,  requesting  withholding  of  patent  in  entry  No.  ISO, 
Ignatius  Mullen,  pending  inquiry  into  relations  between  entryman  and  his 
father.  P.  M.  Mullen,  receiver,  Juneau:  November  12.  1007,  I  reported  therein, 
renewing  recommendation  that  patent  issue. 

After  entry,  to  wit,  August  2,  1007,  I  advised  the  General  Land  Office  that 
Cunningham  had  informed  me  of  efforts  pending,  Initiated  subsequent  to  entry, 
looking  to  the  promotion  of  a  company  and  the  pool  lug  of  the  lands.  This  was 
because  in  a  conversation  in  his  office  In  Seattle,  Judge  Ballinger  stated  that 
such  a  proceeding  prior  to  issuance  of  patent  was  not  allowable,  and  it  was 
plainly  my  duty  to  advise  of  such  a  material  fact  The  foregoing,  I  believe* 
covers  all  material  action  taken  in  these  matters.  Inclosed  you  will  find  a 
blank  copy  of  the  affidavit  referred  to,  secured  from  each  applicant. 
Respectfully, 

H.  K.  Love, 
Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  And  I  will  specifically  call  your  attention  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  that  letter,  which  appears  on  page  10,  and  which 
is  as  follows: 

After  entry,  to  wit,  August  2,  1907,  I  advised  the  General  Land  Office  that 
Cunningham  had  Informed  me  of  efforts  pending,  Initiated  subsequent  to  entry, 
looking  to  the  promotion  of  a  company  and  the  pooling  of  the  lands.  This  was 
because  In  a  conversation  In  his  office  in  Seattle  Judge  Ballinger  stated  that 
such  a  proceeding  prior  to  issuance  of  pntent  was  not  allowable,  and  It  was 
plainly  my  duty  to  advise  of  such  a  material  fact.  The  foregoing,  I  believe, 
covers  all  material  action  taken  in  these  matters.  Inclosed  you  will  find  a 
blank  copy  of  the  affidavit  referred  to,  secured  from  each  applicant 

Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  other  than  the  communications  with  Mr.  Love, 
what  did  you  do,  in  January,  1908,  with  respect  to  the  investiga- 
tion of  the  Alaska  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  getting  general  information.  Anybody  that  I 
thought  would  know  anything  about  it,  I  would  ask  them.  I  did 
not  start  the  investigation  then ;  it  was  merely  preliminary.  In  all 
big  conspiracy  cases  of  this  kind  that  are  successfully  prosecuted  one 
has  first  to  secure  data  relative  to  the  people  involved  in  order  to 
determine  who  would  be  the  best  persons  to  approach  in  order  to 
secure  some  evidence  further  to  go  on,  to  get  all  the  facts.  I  mean 
by  that,  that  always  among  a  group  of  men  you  will  find  some  who 

give  information  easier  than  others  will;  and  that  was  the  work 
lat  I  was  doing  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  extensive  has  been  your  experience  ? 

The  Chairman.  Where  were  you  doing  that  work — in  Seattle? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  around  Portland.  I  met  a  man  down  in  Cali- 
fornia; I  was  down  in  San  Francisco  attending  the  trial  of  a  case 
in  a  United  States  court  there,  and  I  met  another  government  official 
there  who  knew  about  the  Cunningham  claims,  and  he  gave  me  a  good 
deal  of  information  about  the  Cunningham  group.  He  gave  me  the 
names  of  those  whom  he  thought  would  be  honest  and  tell  the  whole 
transaction,  which  was  very  valuable  to  me;  in  fact,  I  commenced 
my  investigation  of  those  claimants  whom  he  had  told  me  about. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  much  experience  had  you  had  prior  to  that 
time  in  the  working  up  of  conspiracy  cases — cases  of  the  nature  in- 
volved in  the  Alaska  coal  frauds? 

Mr.  Glavis.  T  worked  on  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company 
cases;  I  worked  up  all  that  evidence  alone;  I  assisted  Mr.  Hoyt  in  the 
invest igation  of  the  Wilson  Coal  Company  cases,  which  had  been 
worked  up  partially  by  another  special  agent  before. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Had  you  been  connected  with  any  other  conspiracy 
cases  that  did  not  relate  specifically  to  coal  lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes.  I  had  worked  up  quite  a  number  of  con- 
spiracy cases  before  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Well,  now,  when  did  you  begin  the  actual  collection 
of  the  evidence,  as  distinguished  from  the  preparation  to  take  the 
evidence? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  left  Portland  about  March  2,  1908.  I  took  Special 
Agent  H.  T.  Jones  with  me,  and  we  went  to  Wallace,  Idaho ;  there  we 
interviewed  the  coal  claimants  in  the  Cunningham  group  that  were 
residing  at  Wallace  and  secured  the  affidavits  and  secured  a  good  deal 
of  documentary  evidence  that  was  of  material  assistance  in  showing 
the  conspiracy. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  Are  the  affidavits  that  you  referred  to  as  being  as- 
cured  at  that  time  the  affidavits  of  Henry  White  and  of  Orvilfe  f}l 
Jones,  which  are  dated  March  5, 1908,  and  of  Frank  F.  Johnson,  of 
the  same  date,  and  of  F.  Kushing  Moore,  of  the  same  date? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  introduce  in  evidence  now  those  affidavits. 

The  Chairman.  On  what  page  are  they? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  They  appear  on  pages  509  and  510  of  the  record. 

(They  are  as  follows:) 

Alaska  8. 
State  of  Idaho,  County  of  Shoshone,  ss: 

Henry  White,  a  citizen  of  the  U.  S„  of  lawful  age,  being  duly  sworn,  hereby 
on  oath  deposes : 

My  post-office  address  is  Wallace,  Idaho.  I  am  the  Identical  person  who 
made  a  coal  land  entry  in  the  Kayak  recording  district,  Alaska.  I  gave  Clar- 
ence Cunningham  a  power  of  attorney  to  act  as  my  agent.  I  took  up  this  claim 
upon  the  representations  of  Mr.  Cunningham  as  to  its  value  for  coal.  Since 
filing  on  said  coal  claim  I  have  paid  out  various  sums  of  money,  including  the 
payment  to  the  Government  for  the  said  land.  Cunningham  was  agent  for  a 
number  of  other  coal  claimants  for  land  in  said  Kayak  recording  district, 
Alaska.  The  money  was  expended  by  Cunningham  in  developing  the  said  claims 
as  a  whole.  I  only  attended  one  meeting  of  the  coal  claimants,  which  was  last 
fall.  The  formation- of  a  company  was  not  formally  discussed.  But  I  under- 
stood that  the  question  of  getting  together  and  putting  in  a  railroad  in  connec- 
tion with  our  claim 8  has  been  discussed  informally  among  the  claimants.  Cun- 
ningham has  had  absolute  control  over  the  disbursement  of  moneys  that  I  have 
paid  in  on  this  land.  I  know  nothing  whatever  about  the  details  of  the  ex- 
penditures nor  have  I  any  writing  showing  that  I  have  paid  in  the  sum  above 
referred  to,  except  statements  made  In  writing  by  Cunningham. 

(Signed)  Henry  White. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  at  Wallace  this  5th  day  of  March,  3908 

(Signed)  Horace  Tillard  Jones, 

Special  Agent,  G.  L.  O. 


Alaska  a. 
State  of  Idaho,  County  of  Shoshone,  ss: 
Orville  D.  Jones,  being  first  duly  sworn,  on  oath  depose  and  say : 
My  post-office  address  is  Wallace,  Idaho ;  I  am  the  identical  person  who  made 
coal  entry  No.  30,  being  for  lands  in  U.  S.  coal  land  survey  No.  57,  known  as  the 
Avon  coal  claim,  in  the  Kayak  recording  district,  Alaska. 

Some  time  in  1903  I  was  asked  by  Clarence  Cunningham  if  I  desired  to  take  a 
coal  claim.  After  he  had  fully  explained  the  proposition  and  advised  me  as  to 
extent  of  the  coal  field  and  the  names  of  the  persons  going  into  It,  I  decided  to 
take  a  claim  and  gave  the  said  Cunningham  a  power  of  attorney  to  act  as  my 
agent.  Since  then  I  have  been  assessed  from  time  to  time  and  have  paid  Cun- 
ningham nearly  forty-two  hundred  dollars  ($4,200.00),  which  included  the  price 
of  the  land.  Cunningham  was  agent  for  thirty-one  other  entrymen,  who,  like 
myself,  advanced  various  sums  of  money;  the  money  was  expended  by  Cunning- 
bam  to  develop  and  Improve  the  coal  field  as  a  whole.  Nearly  all  the  thirty-two 
coal  claimants  are  acquainted  with  each  other;  they  are  men  of  the  best  business 
standing  and  prominence  in  their  respective  localities.  The  matter  of  the  forma- 
tion of  a  company  was  never  formally  discussed  at  any  of  our  meetings,  but  we 
have  discussed  this  question  among  ourselves,  as  we  were  well  satisfied  that  we 
could  not  handle  the  claims  individually;  anyone  who  Is  at  all  acquainted  with 
coal  mining  knows  that  one  claim  could  not  be  handled  profitably  (especially  in 
Alaska,  where  expenses  are  so  great),  since  the  large  expense  preliminary  to  the 
opening  of  a  coal  field  would  not  warrant  it.  We  have  therefore  understood 
among  ourselves  that  when  title  had  been  secured  we  would  form  a  company 
and  combine  the  entire  group;  this  was,  however,  positively  the  only  under- 
standing we  had — no  written  agreement  or  any  written  instrument  whatsoever. 
The  Guggenheim  syndicate  has  nothing  to  do  with  these  claims.    In  fact,  last 
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spring  he  made  us  an  offer  which  a  few  wanted  to  accept,  bnt  the  majority  of 
the  con  I  claimants  refused  to  consider  it,  and  the  others  have  abided  by  the 
majority. 

(Signed)  Obthxb  D.  Jones. 

Witness: 

Horace  Tillabd  Jones. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  5th  day  of  March,  1008,  at  Wallace. 

(Signed)  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  Field  Division. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  What  else  did  you  do  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  soon  as  I  got  through  taking  that  evidence,  Mr. 
Jones  and  I  both  concluded  that  the  time  was  ripe  to  see  Mr.  Cun- 
ningham, so  we  hurried  to  Seattle  on  March  6,  1908,  and  we  called 
at  Mr.  Cunningham's  house  in  the  morning,  and  I  introduced  myself 
to  Mr.  Cunningham,  and  I  also  introduced  Mr.  Jones,  and  I  told 
him  we  were  investigating  the  Cunningham  coal  cases,  and  that  we 
had  come  to  see  him  about  them.  He  said  that  he  had  heard  that 
there  had  been  another  complaint  made  against  them,  and  he  under- 
stood that  they  were  charged  with  being  dummies  for  the  Guggen- 
heim interests,  and  he  wanted  to  find  out  who'  made  the  complaint. 
I  told  him  I  could  not  tell  him,  and  I  could  not  tell  him  the  nature 
of  the  complaint,  but  that  if  he  had  any  evidence,  if  his  record  would 
show  that  they  were  not  in  league  with  the  Guggenheims,  I  would 
like  to  get  all  the  information  from  him,  and  he  very  willingly 
offered  to  show  me  all  his  books  and  records,  and  Mr.  Jones  ana  I 
went  up  to  his  library  and  he  brought  us  the  different  books.  I 
looked  through  the  journal,  and  Mr.  Jones  looked  through  the  ledger 
and  other  books  that  he  had  there.  I  saw  that  on  the  first  page  of 
the  journal  there  was  a  statement,  a  memorandum  of  an  agreement 
between  the  different  Cunningham  claimants  that  was  entered  into 
away  back  in  1903,  apparently.  So  I  told  him  that  I  had  the  papers 
in  the  hotel  downtown  and  that  I  would  like  to  check  them  up  with 
the  books  to  ascertain  whether  they  were  correct  or  not. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Those  were  the  papers  that  you  had  procured  at 
Wallace  from  the  other  affiants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  had  those,  and  I  wanted  to  get  the  book,  of 
course.  I  wanted  to  have  a  copy  of  it  made.  I  did  not  tell  him  that 
He  said  that  he  was  perfectly  willing  for  us  to  take  the  books;  so  we 
took  them  down  and  made  an  appointment  with  Mr.  Cunningham  at 
2.30  to  take  his  affidavit,  or  3  o'clock,  and  we  met  him  that  afternoon 
at  the  Ranier  Grand  Hotel,  where  Mr.  Cunningham  dictated  his 
affidavit  to  a  stenographer. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Is  that  the  affidavit  which  appears  on  pages  469  and 
470  of  the  record? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  sworn  to  before  me  and  witnessed  by  Mr.  Jones. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  affidavit  which  appears  on  pages  469 
and  470  of  the  record  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  one. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  affidavit  that  you  refer  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  will  you  look  now  at  pages  474  to  492  of  Senate 
Document  No.  248  and  state  whether  that  is  the  journal,  the  Cunning- 
ham journal,  which  you  referred  to  as  having  been  taken  down  to 
the  hotel? 
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Senator  Sutherland.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  474. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Four  hundred  and  seventy-four  and  475. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  runs  from  474  to  401. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  looks  like  it.  I  see  several  statements  in 
there  that  I  recollect  from. the  original  journal. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  introduce  in  evidence  that  affidavit,  the  Cun- 
ningham affidavit,  of  March  6,  and  this  journal,  the  Cunningham 
journal. 

(The  affidavit  and  journal  are  as  follows:) 

page  i. 
Wallace,  Idaho,  Feb.  1st,  190S. 

Have  options  on  several  coal  properties  in  Alaska,  having  examined  and  sam- 
pled same  In  Oct.  &  Nov.  last,  with  the  result  that  I  have  agreed  to  take  up  the 
options  and  am  entering  into  verbal  agreements  with  the  subscribers  &  whose 
names  will  appear  on  the  following  pages,  whereby  each  of  said  subscribers 
shall  have  one  claim  of  1G0  acres  recorded  In  his  name  and  will  own  same  indi- 
vidually until  such  time  as  title  can  be  secured  for  same.  After  this  Is  done 
each  subscriber  agrees  to  deed  his  Interest  to  a  company  to  be  formed  for  the 
purpose  of  developing  and  marketing  said  coal  and  receive  stock  in  the  said 
company  in  payment  for  same,  but  it  is  further  agreed  that  each  subscriber  shall 
have  one-eighth  (1/8)  of  his  stock  issued  to  Clarence  Cunningham  in  considera- 
tion of  his  services  in  securing  said  land.  This  1/8  Interest  to  be  issued  to  the 
writer  of  these  pages  is  to  be  exclusive  of  his  own  holdings,  upon  which  he 
agrees  to  meet  and  make  Iris  payments  in  common  with  all  others  who  enter 
into  this  agreement,  and  is  understood  to  be  1/8  of  the  entire  stock  of  the  said 
company. 

Iu  carrying  out  the  above  plans  the  following  subscribers  paid  amounts  as 
follows,  those  paying  first  getting  In  at  a  lower  rate  than  afterwards,  when 
options  were  paid  off  and  surveys  made: 

PAGE  2. 

Wallace,  Idaho,  Feb.  Oth,  1903. 

3  Ctah%.    To  sundries $5,500 

10  MUesC.  Moore,  Walla  Walla $500 

15  Fred  C.  Mason,  Spokane 500 

21  J.  O.  Cunningham,    "    500 

27  F.C.  Davidson,  Oaksdale 500 

31  Michael  Doneen,       "       500 

85  F.  Cashing  Moore,        Wallace 600 

41  Hayes  and  Jones,              "      500 

45  Clarence  Cunningham,       "      500 

60  Francis  Jenkins,  Moscow 500 

55  C.  J.  Smith,  Seattle 500 

00  Walter  and  Robt.  Moore,  W.  W 600 

865 

May  16-31 W.  W.  Baker       "           "     0,600  600 

71  Al.  Page,  Wardner 760 

75  Arthur  D.  Jones,    Spokane 760 

80  John  A.  Finch.            "       760 

90  A.B.Campbell,          "      760 

100  A.  K.  Nelll.                  «       760 

105  H.  M.  Davenport,        "       760 

110 1.  N.  Campbell,           "      760 

115  C.H.Moore.                "      760 

121  F.  C.  Burbridge,          "      760 

126  Henry  Wick,     Youngstown,  0 760 

136  UughB.Wick,           "             760 

141 

8  Jos.  H.  Nelll.  Wallace 760 


(In  lead  pencil)   15,100  15,100 

16,100.00  15,100 
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PAGE  S. 
Wallace,  Idaho,  Feb.,  1909, 

Brought  forward $16,100  $16,100 

3  Sundries  Dr.  to  cash 820.30 

145  Traveling  exp.  % -. 150.10 

151  Supply  " 170.10 

Above  items  include  expenses  incurred  securing  subscriptions,  trip  to 
Alaska  in  Feb.  to  pay  options,  purchasing  supplies  and  provisions  for 
trip. 

March  1  to  St. 

8  Sundries,  to  cash 7 , 1ST 

161  Cool  land  pur.  % 6,600 

145  Traveling  exp. " 55 

165  Genl.exp.        " 104 

171  Labor  " 318 

Oenl.  expense  contains  items  paid  for  recording  claims,  boat  hire,  and 

fares  for  self  and  men  to  and  from  Kayak  Gatalla  and  the  coal  fields. 
Labor  %  is  cash  spent  in  surveying  claims. 

April  1  to  80. 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 106. 60 

145  Trav.  expense  % 134 

165  Oenl.        "      " 72.60 

Fares,  hotel  and  freight  bills  for  engineer  and  writer  between  Seattle 
and  coal  mines. 

(In  lead  pencil)    22,753.70        23,763.70 
22,753.70         22,753.70 
PAGE  4. 

Wallace,  Af*y ,  1909. 

Brought  forward 22,753.70        22,763.70 

3  Sund  rles ,  to  cash 3, 016. 01 

171  Labor  % 428.70 

171  Labor  « for  April 335.76 

105  General  expense  % 45 

145  Traveling     "      ft .\ 257.60 

180  Horse  <fc  eqpmt.  " 515.90 

151  Supply                 " 1,432.06 

(In  lead  pencil)  3,015.01 
June. 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 4, 804. 05 

151  Supply  % 320.55 

161  Coal-land  pur.  % 2.850 

145  Traveling  exp. " 100 

165  General      "     " 40 

171  Labor               " 087.50 

/u/y. 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 1,304.67 

171  Labor  % 1,076.37 

165  General  expense  % 50.20 

145  Traveling  expense  % 05 

151  Supply                   u 104 

(In  lead  pencil)  31,377.33        31,377.33 
31,377.33         31,377.33 
PAGE  5. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Augv*t,  1903. 

Brought  forward 33,137.33        83,187.33 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 1,036. 76 

151  8upplv%.    8.  Bros.  Co 162.05 

145  Traveling  expense  % .  04. 50 

165  General  "       ,Y 50.20 

171  Labor  "advanced 750 

Having  left  for  Seattle  before  the  time  books  were  made  up,  advanced 
750  for  labor  %. 

September. 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 3,986.32 

180  Horse  &  eqpmt.  % 68.95 

145  Traveling  exp.     * 50 

151  Supply  " 1,178.40 

"         'r   %.8.Bros.ACo 657.82 

"         "       "  Aggers  B.  4:  Co 13.16 

"         «       "  Frt.  on  powder 6.50 

171  Labor  %.   Sent  currency  by  Mr.  Steele  to  Kayak  for  Hartline  to  meet 

P.  R - 2,011.50 

(1000) 

Have  agreed  with  Mr.  W.  D.  Heyburn  in  consideration  for  his  services 
as  attorney  to  carry  him  for  one  claim  of  160  acres  in  the  coal,  free  of 
cost  to  him,  and  he  agrees  to  do  all  our  legal  work  in  procuring  titles, 
etc.,  free  of  expense  to  us. 

38,150.40         38,150.40 
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Catalla,  Alaska,  8ejX.,  1903. 

Brought  forward 138,189.40      $38,169.40 

3  Cash,  to  sundries 6,000  260 

90  A.  B.  Campbell * 260 

110  I.  N.  Campbell 260 

116  C.H.Moore 280 

126  Henry  Wick 260 

135  HughB.  Wick 260 

80  John  A.  Finch 280 

121  F.  C.  Burbridge 260 

16  Mason  &  Peel 260 

75  Arthur  D.  Jones 280 

105  H.  M.  Davenport 260 

21  J.  O.Cunningham 260 

27  F.C.Davidson 260 

31  Michael  Doneen 260 

71  Alfd.  Page 250 

65  W.  W:  Baker 260 

.  55  C.J.  Smith : 260 

100R.  K.  Neill 250 

141  Joseph  H.  Neill 250 

10  Miles  C.Moore 260 

60  Walter  A  Root.  Moore 250 

50  Francis  Jenkins 250 

45  Clarence  Cunningham 260 

35  F.  Cushing  Moore 250 

41  Jones  &  Haynes 250 

44,159.40         44,159.40 

PAOE  7. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Oct.  1903. 

Brought  forward 44,159.40        44,159.40 

3  Cash  To  sundries .' 3,000 

90  A.  B.  Campbell  10/7 1,000 

•r         "    1,000 

138  H.  W.  Collins— Garfield— 10/12 1,000 

171  Labor  %    Dr 489.50 

3  To  cash 489.50 

Bal.  due  on  Aug.  pay  roll,  full  amt.  due  for  mo 31,239.50 

Less  amoun  t  paid  in  August 750 

3    8undrles    To  cash 3,301.72 

151  Schw.  Hdwr.  Co.  on  %  10/7 500 

151  Supply  %  Gorham  Rub.  Co 48.22 

151       "        ,v  Wash.       "      " 114.77 

151        "        M  Schw.Hdwr.  " 100.37 

151 84.06 

180  Horse  Eqpmt  %  Lilly  Borgardus  Co 178.21 

151  Supply             "  AggersB.  ACo 119.30 

151       *r     %  A.  C.  Co.  S.  8.  Bertha 146.68 

151       "       "  L  A  K  Ltg.  charges 74.12 

171  Labor    "  P.  R.3Camps 1,858 

145  Trav.  exp.  %  Hartline  38"CC  40 78 

PAGE  8.  50,950.62         60,950.62 

Brot.  forward 50,950.62         60,050.62 

3  Sundries    To  cash 3,121.40 

184  Mach.  Aboat    %riverboat 400 

186  Eng.  Asurvey   "  C.  8.  Hubbell 48 

151  Supply                "c/*hams.    TAC 19.80 

151       "                     "  Pac.CTdg.Co 70 

"        "                   "cashitems 2.80 

180  Horse  A  eqpmt  "  Duncan  A  Sons 18.75 

"        "          *        "S.S.SantaA 105 

145  Trav.  expense    "  52.76 

165  Genl.       "          "  57.20 

189  Salary                "  7  mo.  at  $200,  May  to  Nov.  30 1,400 

171  Labor                 "  P.R.forNov 947.10 

(In  lead  pencil)  3,121.40 

3  Cash  %                                                 Dr.  24.00 

161  8upply%.    Sold  3  pr  gum  boots  at  8.00 24 

Gave  contract  to  Blomquist  of  Seattle  to  build  a  river  boat,  size  1. 30  ft., 
beam  7  ft.,  bottom  5  ft.,  height  2)  ft.  all  complete  and  fitted  with  a 
10-h.  p.  N.  A  8.  gasoline  engine.  Pilot  house  and  canvas  cover  painted 
and  ready  to  deliver  at  any  dock  In  Seattle  for  $900.00  (ordered  extra 
set  propeller  blades,  extra  gasoline  tank  to  be  put  in  at  our  expense, 

paid  on  % 400 


PAGE  8. 


(In  lead  pencil)       54,096.02        54,096.0$ 
54,096.02         54,096.02 


Digitized  by  LiOOQ  IC 


94      INVESTIGATION  INTERIOB  DEFT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY. 


PAGE  9. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  N09.  1908. 

Brought  forward 154,096.02       $64,096.09 

8  Cash*  to  sundries 67.60 

90  A.  B.  Campbell , 260 

110  I.  N.Campbell.- ! 260 

115  C.H.  Moore 260 

125  nenry  Wick 260 

135  Hugh  B.  Wick 260 

80  John  A.  Finch 260 

121  Fredk  W.  Burbridge 260 

15  Mason  A  Peel 250 

75  Arthur  D.  Jones 250 

105  H.  M.  Davenport 250 

21  J.  O.Cunningham 260 

27  F.C.  Davidson 260 

81  Michael  Doneen 260 

71  Alfred  Page 260 

65  W.  W.Baker 260 

65  C.J.Smith 260 

lOOR.K.Neill 260 

141  Joseph  H.  Nelll 260 

10  Miles  C.  Moore 260 

60  Walter  A  Robt.  Moore •                          260 

60  Francis  Jenkins 250 

45  Clarence  Cunningham. 250 

85  F.  Cushlng  Moore ;                   260 

41  Hayes*  Jones 250 

138  H.  W.Collins 260 

90  A.  B.  Campbell '260 

"  A.B.Campbell -           '        260 

(In  lead  pencil)  60,846.02         60,846.08 
60,846.02         60,846.02 
PAGE  10. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Nov.  1008. 

Brought  forward 60,846.02        60,846.02 

8  Cash  % 267.45 

151  To  supply  % 267.46 

Goods  sold  to  men  at  camp  and  deducted  from  pay  roll  but  Labor  % 
chgd  In  full. 

Dec. 

3  Sundries  to  cash 1,047.76 

171  Labor%  P.  R.  Dec.  V.  1 619.50 

189  8alaryff  C.C.      "     "  2 200 

165  Genl.  exp.  %  voucher  No.  8 17 

151  Supply      "         "        «    4 211.25 

3Cash<£dr 19.60 

151         To  Supply  % 19.60 

Supplies  furnished  to  employes  at  camp  In  Dec. 

(In  pencil)       62, 18a  82        62,18a  82 

8  Cash     %tosundrles 882.60 

151  Supply  ff  Sept.  S.  Bros.  A  Co 11.81 

«        w     «  Oct.  A.  B.  ACo 51.71 

u        u      «     «    c.C.pr.% 16.97 

"         «      "  Nov 167.26 

180  Horse  A  E.  %  Nov.  double  chg 18.75 

171  Labor  ff    "     Error 116.60 

(In  lead  pencil)       62, 563. 42        62, 668. 42 
The  above  accounts  will  be  found  In  voucher  No.  88. 62,563.42        62,668.43 

PAGE  11. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  January,  1904. 

Amtbrot.  ford 62,563.42        62,668.48 

8  Sundries  to  cash 791.19 

171  Labor  \%  P.  R.  vouch.  No 534.25 

151  Supply  7i  voucher  No 60.94 

189  8alary     "        "    " 200 

145  Trav.Exp.  %  "     " 6.00 

161  Sundries  to  supply  % 78.16 

180  HorscAeq.%7  May 42.60 

180       "         "    ff    Oct 35.55 

8  Sundries  to  cash 168.80 

161  Sup.%  Maynotchgd 34.45 

..       .r    «•  Aug.  P.  C.  Tdg.  Co 26.55 

"  35.15 

"       "     "     "  "  44.35 

"  5.80 

171  Labor  %  Sept.       "  17 

The  above  accounts  were  not  charged  as  per  bills  In  the  files  as  shown. 
H.  &  E.  %  was  not  chgd  Its  proper  amt  freight  chgs. 

171  Labor  %dr 75 

To  cash 76 

Time  book  for  July  does  not  show  time  for  2  cooks  paid  40  A  35  pr.  mo. 
respectively. 

(In  lead  pencil)    63,671.06        63.671.06 
63,671.06         63,671.06 
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•     PAGE  12. 
Catalla,  Alaska,  January  31, 1904. 

Amt  brot.  ford 168,071.06       168,671.06 

171  Sundries  to  labor  % 10,331.57 

175  Trail  %  (Trout  Creek) 890 

175      "       "  (tlearCreek) 348.72 

177  Bldg    "  (TroutCreek) 443.60 

177      ••       M  (Warehouse) 300 

186  Survey" 611.45 

185  Boat  &  pkg  %  (Steamer  to  camp) 1,100 

191  Prospectg  &  dev.  %  (Trout  Creek) 4,731.65 

191          Tl              "         (ClearCreek) 1,738 

191          "              "        (Carbon  Creek) 668.25 

151  Sundries,  to  supply 5,102.78 

155  Tools  &  ammunition  % 1,303.66 

157  Bdg bouse  eqpmt        n  478.94 

159     "     store                    % 3,320.18 

159  Sundries     To  Bdg  hs.  store  % 1.765.38 

175  Trail    %     TroutCreek 140.38 

175      "       "      CiearCreek 120 

177  Bldg    "      Trt.Creek 72 

177     "       "      Wrs.House 53 

186  8urvey"      110 

185  Pkg.  &  river 170 

191  Pros&dev.Trt       Creek ■. 733 

191            "          Clear        "    267 

191           "          Carbon     «    100 

(In  lead  pencil)  80,870.79        80,870.79 
80,870.79         80,870.79 
PAGE  13. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  February  S9, 1904, 

Amounts  brought  ford 80,870.79        80,870.79 

3  Sundries        Tocaah 831.91 

191  Pros.  &  dev.  %     voucherNo.42 355.00 

180  Horse  6i  eq.     *          "          "      30 

150  Bdg.  h.  store  "          "          "      45 

155Tooi&am.      "          "          "43 50.94 

165  General  expense         "          "      4.47 

165        "            "                "          "  44 49 

156  Tool  &  ammunition    "          "44 12 

189  Salary                                       " 200 

165  General  expense         "             45 45.65 

159  Bdg.  house  store         "              45 39.85 

In  segregating  the  above  accounts  prospecting  and  development  %  is 
chgd  with  the  entire  pay  roll  except  the  amount  paid  for  care  of  horses 
(which  is  chgd  to  horse  &  eq.  %)  and  amt  paid  the  cook,  which  is 
chgd.  to  Bdg.  House  St.  %.  General  expense  is  charged  with  many 
extra  items  for  this  month,  including  stenographer  fees  $49.00  expense 
of  getting  supplies  to  camp  and  expense  incurred  in  getting  mail  to 

Kayak  where  three  men  were  storm  bound  seven  days.  81, 702. 70        81 ,  702. 70 

PAGE  14. 
Catalla,  Alaska,  March,  1904. 

Amt  brought  forward 81,702.70        81,702.70 

3  Cash,  to  sundries 6,000 

10  Miles  C.Moore 250 

15  Mason  &  Peel 250 

21  J.  G.  Cunningham 250 

35  F.  Cushing  Moore 250 

F.  C.  Davidson 

Michael  Doneen 

41  Hayes  &  Jones 250 

45  Clarence  Cunningham 250 

50  Francis  Jenkins 250 

55  C.  J.  Smith 250 

60  Moore  Bros 250 

65  W.W.Baker 250 

71  Alfred  Page 250 

75  Jones  &  Stevens 250 

81  John  A.  Finch 250 

90  A.B.Campbell 250 

100  R.  K.  NellL 250 

110  I.  N.  Campbell 250 

115  C.H.Moore 250 

121  F.C.  Burbrldge 250 

125  H.C.Wick 250 

135  Hugh  B.Wick 250 

138  H/W.  Collins 250 

141  Joseph  H.  Nelll 250 

90  ABC 250 

90  ABC 250 

H.  M.  Davenport 

87,702.70         87,702.70 
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Catalla,  Alaska,  March,  1904. 

Amount  brot.  forward $87,702.70 

8  Sundries,  to  cash 

105  Oenl  expense  voucher  No.  46 20.10 

145  Trav.      "             "         "      21.75 

159  Bdg  house  store  %          "      17.50 

180  Salary  %                        "      200 

101  Prospecting &d.  «        "  47 432.50 

180  Horse  &  equpmt  "        "  47 30 

159  Bdg.  house  st.       "        "      45 

90  A.  B.  Campbell  Williams  Bldg 3,000 

97  ToW.  H.  Warner— Cleveland,  O 

107   "  W.  E.  Miller,  Elyrla,  " 

On  March  %  drafts  I  was  advised  the  above  parties  had  each  taken  one 
interest  in  the  coal  lands  held  by  Mr.  Campbell. 

91,478.55 
PAGE  16. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  April,  1904* 

Amounts  brot.  ford 91,478.66 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 

165  Oenl expense        %  voucher 48 8.45 

180  Horse  Aequipmt''       «       " 1.76 

180  Salary                   "       "        " 200 

190  Prospecting  &  dev.        "       49 1,432.50 

159  Bdg  house  store  %         "       " 45 

Afay,  700A, 

3  8 undries,  to  cash 

184  Boat  &  mach.  %,  voucher  50 46.02 

«       "            "             "          51 604.56 

184     "             "              "           52 32.50 

"        "             "              "           53 83.22 

155  Tool  <t  ammunition  %,  voucher  53 168.90 

189  Salary                        h        "       54 200 

184  Boat  &  mach.            "        "       " 1.20 

165Genl.exp.                                     55 35 

180  Horse  &  equlpmt                "       56 .92 

190  Prospctg  &  devel       "        "       57 1,320 

159  Bdg  house  store         "        "       " 45 

95,703.58 

PAGE  17. 
Catalla,  Alaska,  June,  1904. 

Amt  brot  ford 95,703.58 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 

165  Genl  expense,  voucher  No.  58 21 

180  Horse  &  eqmt.     "         "    59 18.31 

159  Bdghousest.        %,  voucher  No.  60 35.45 

"                  "                ff      "         "      61 334.05 

«                  "                "       »         "      62 50.00 

"                  "                "       "         "      63 3.00 

166  Genlexpense       "       "        "      63 19.65 

189    Salary                    "        "          "   " 200 

Prosn.  6  devel        "        "         "64 xx 

ToolAam.             "        "         "   " xx 

186  Survey                    "        "          "65 333 

175  Trail                        "         "          ""  88.80 

191  Prospectg  A  devel  "        "          ""  381.50 

(In  lead  pencU)  1.485.36 

3Cashdr 51.25 

159  Bdghousest. % 

Mdse  sold  to  employes  from  bdg.  house. 

97,240.19 


887,702.70 
775.86 


1,500 
1,500 


91,478.55 


91,478.55 
1,687.71 


2,537.32 


95,703.58 


95,703.58 
1,485.36 


51.25 
97,240.19 
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PAGE  IB. 
Catalla,  Alaska,  July,  1904. 


Brotford 197,240.19 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 

159  Bdg.h.  store    %  voucher  No.  66 47.10 

180  Horse  &eq       «        "  90.40 

184  Boat  &  mach.  "  

~  "  67 


155  Tool  &  am. 

186  Survey  "  "  68., 

190  Prosp.  &  dev.  "  " 

185  River  <fcpkg.  "  "  " 

175  Trail "  "  " 

159  Bdg.  house  st.  "  "  69.. 

155  Tool  A  am.  "  "  70. 

165Genl.exp.  "  "  71. 

159  Bdg.  house  st.  "  " 

184  Boat  &  mach.  "  " 

189  Salary  "  " 

155  Tool  &  supply 

165  Genl.  expense  "  72. 

184  Boat  &  mach.  "  73. 

159  Bdg.  house  st.  "  "  74. 


5.35 
152.80 
455 
85tt  50 
161 
54 

22.90 

7.00 

27.56 

11.50 

15.50 

200 

4.50 


5.05 
3a  40 
1, 873. 55 
22.95 


(In  lead  pencil) 

3  Cash 

159  To  Bdg.  house  st.  % 

(In  lead  pencil)       98, 936. 69 
Mdse  sold  to  employes  from  boarding  house 98,936.69 

PAGE  19. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Aug.  1904. 

Amt  brot  forward 98,936.69 

3  Sundries ,  to  cash 

191  Developing  &  pros.  %  vou.  75 1,287. 00 

185  River  packing          '*     "       167.50 

186Survey                      "     "       121.75 

159  Bdg.  house  store      "     " 50 

189Saiarv "     M    76 200 

165  General  expense      «     «    " 15.90 

159  Bdg.  house  store      "     "     « 13.65 

3  Cash  dr.  to  sundries 98.25 

185  River  A  packing  %  vou.  77 

186  Survey  "     "    " 

159  Bdg.  house  store"     "   78 

(In  lead  pencil)       99,89a  64 
Bums  received  for  supplies,  cook  hire,  and  packing  outfit  from  S.  C.  Chesmn  and 
other  employes  as  per  voucher 99, 89a  04 

PAGE  20. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  8ept.  1st,  1904, 

Amt  brot  ford 99,89a  64 

3  Cash,  to  sundries 

10  Miles  C.  Moore  dft. 

15  Mason  &  Peel  "  . 

21  J.  G.  Cunningham. 


35  F.  Cushing  Moore 

27  F.  C.  Davidson 

31  M.  Doneen 

41  Hayes  A  Jones 

50  Francis  Jenkins 

55  C.  J.  Smith 

60  Moore  Bros. 

66  W.  W.  Baker 

71  Alf  Page 

75  Jones  A  Stevens 

80  John  A.  Finch 
190  R.  K.  Neill 
121  F.  C.  Burbridge 
125  H.  C.  Wick 
135  H.  B.  Wick 
138  H.  W.  Collins 
141  J.  H.  Neill 

90  A.  B.  Campbell 
115  C.  H.  Moore 
110  I.  N.  Campbell 

93  Henry  White 

96  B.  C.  Riblett 

97  H.  W.  Warner 
107  W.  E.  Miller 

45  Clarence  Cunningham. 


dft. 


A.  B.  C. 


100 

ioa 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

ioa 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


897,240.19 
1.673.55 


22.95 
98, 93a  69 
98, 93a  60 


98, 93a  69 
1,856.70 


10 

15.40 

72.86 

99, 89a  64 

99, 89a  64 


99,89a  64 
2,800 


(In  lead  pencil) 


102, 69a  64 


102, 69a  64 
102, 69a  64 
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Catalla,  Alaska,  Sept.  W  1904. 

Amount  brot  ford $102,690.64     1102,600.64 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 2,303.33 

165  Tool  Aamtn      %  voucher 79 57.00 

159  Bdg  house  store  "       "       80 132.54 

"      "  "       "        "       81 60 

185  River  Apkg 21.25 

186  8urvey 20 

191  Prosp.  &  dev.     "       "       " 330 

186  Survey  "        "       82 „ 438.45 

"        "  "  "       83 120 

159  Bdg  house  St.  "  "       84 28.70 

"      "        "  "  "       85 187.00 

181  Horse  &  equip.  %  voucher 86 173.97 

165  Oenl.  expense  tY  "       87 286.73 

185  Boat  A  mach.  "  "       " 3.55 

145  Trav.  exp.  "  "       " 90 

189  Salary  "  "       " 200 

165  Oenl.  expense  "  "       88 20 

145  Trav.     **  "  "       " 36.55 

159  Bdg.  house  store"  "       " 106.99 

3  Cash% 4.00 

159  To  bdg.  house  % 4.00 

(In  lead  pencil)    104,997.97       104,997.97 
104,997.97        104.997.97 
PAGE  22. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Oct.,  1904. 

Amount  forward 104,997.97       104,997.97 

3  Cash  dr.  to  sundries 350.00 

105  Chas.Sweeney  "    350 

Mr.  Sweeney  succeeds  H.  M.  Davenport  paying,  the  unpaid  assessments 
and  having  his  name  substituted,  Davenport  having  sums  pd.  by  him 
returned  without  entering  same. 

3  Cashdr 2,100 

27  Fred  C.  Davidson 250 

31  Michael  Doneen 250 

83  H.  C.  Henry,  Seattle 1,600 

(In  lead  pencil)     107, 447. 97       107, 447. 97 
Mr.  Henry,  prest.  of  Natl.  Bank  of  Commerce,  Seattle,  takes  one  interest 

In  the  coal  fields. 
Sundries  dr.  to  cash 

107,447.97        107,447.97 
PAGE  23. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Jan.,  1905. 

Amounts  brot.  ford 107,447.97       107,447.97 

3  Cashdr.  to  sundries 4,000 

39  F.  F.  Johnson,  Wallace,  Ida 1,600 

43  A.  L.  Scofleld,  Los  Angeles 1,600 

53  Ignatius  Muller,  Juneau,  Alaska 800 

Each  of  the  above  persons  subscribed  for  one  interest;  the  last  named 
paid  but  i  the  amount  due  for  his,  but  will  pay  balance  at  any  time. 

110  Chas.  Hussey,dr 1,500 

93  To  Henry  White 1,500 

Mr.  White  gets  one  interest  that  was  carried  by  Mr.  A.  B.  Campbell 
through  (?)  Mr.  Hussey. 

115  C.  H.  Moore,  dr 1,500 

95  B.C.  Rlblett 1,500 

Claim  carried  by  Mr.  Moore  was  really  by  Mr.  Campbell  and  transferred 
to  Mr.  Rlblett. 

(In  lead  pencil.)  114 

114,447.97        114,447.97 
PAGE  24. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  JV6.  t8t  1906. 

Amounts  brot.  ford 114,447.97       114,447.97 

3  Sundries  to  cash 4,614 

191  Prospectg.  &  dev.    %  vouch.  89 830.50 

186  Engineer  &  survey  "      90 350.85 

191  Prospecting  A  dev.  %      "      " 9.50 

If  <i  It  it  Ol  J14 

185  RiverA packing"  "      "  '.'.'.'.'. .\* .*."."."." ."."."*." '.'.'.I '.'.'/.'.'.'.'.'.'.'.'.'.'. '.'.'.I        126 

"  lf  "  "      92 59.50 

195  Prospectg.  &  dev.  %        "      92 434.00 

195  f<  "  "       93 461.50 

15)  Bdg.house store"  "      94 69.67 

110  I.  N.  Campbell "  "      95 100 

115  C.  H.Moore        %      vouch 100 

145  Trav.  exp.  a  "     130 

180  Horse  &  eqpmt.  "  "    150.75 

165  Oenl.  expense      "  "    103 

159  Bdg.  house  store  "  "    147.73 

185  River  A  packg.    "  "     98 

189  Salary  "  "    1,000 

(In  lead  pencil.)        4,614 
(In  lead  pencU.)     119,061. 97       119,061. 97 
119,061.97        119,061.97 
Digitized  by  VjOCK? IC 
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PACE  25. 
Catalla,  Alaska ,  March,  1906. 

Amounts  brot.  ford $119,061.97     $119,061.97 

3  Cash  dr.  to  sundries 3.200 

78  N.  B.  Nelson.  Seattle 1.G00 

79  Frank  A.  Moore 1,600 

3  Sundries  to  cash 1.369.78 

150  Uclg.  house  store     %  voucher 96 106.00 

1«6  Oenl.  expense         w      "         32 

18ff  Survey  £  engineer  "      "  ISO 

J89  8alAr«  "       "  200 

191  Prospectg.  &  dev.   "      " 721.15 

(In  lead  pencil.}     123, 531. 72       123, 681.  72 
Having  35  coal  claims  In  our  land,  we  sold  one  claim  to  each  of  the  above 

parties,  thus  making  33  paid  subscriptions. 
On  engineering  %  1  advanced  sum  shown  (150)  to  Mr.  Hubbell  on  % 
work. 

123,531.72       123,531.72 
PAGE  28 

Catalla,  Alaska,  April,  1905, 

Brot  forward 123,531.72       123,531.72 

Gash  %  sundries  (pencil)-— 

3  To..... .™.™ 8,000 

10  Miles  C.  Moore 100 

15  Mason  <fc  Peel 100 

21  J.  O.Cunningham 100 

36  F.  Cushing  Moore 100 

27  F.C.Davidson 100 

SI  M.  Doneen 100 

41  Hayes  &  Jones 100 

Francis  Jenkins 

65  C.J.  Smith 100 

60  Walter  Moore 100 

65  W.W.Baker 100 

71  Alfred  Page 100 

75  Jones  &  Stevens 100 

3D  John  A.  Finch 100 

R.  K.Neill 

121  Fredk.  Burbridge 100 

125  Henry  Wick 100 

135  Hugh  B.  Wick 100 

138  H.W.Collins 100 

Joseph  H.  Neill 

90  A.  B.  Campbell 100 

93  Henry  White 100 

95  B.C.Riblett 100 

97  H.W.Warner 100 

107  W.E.Miller 100 

45  Clarence  Cunningham.... 100 

105  Charles  Sweeney 100 

33  Horace  C.  Henry 100 

39  F.  F.Johnson 100 

43  A.L.8chofield 100 

53  Ignatius  Muller 100 

79  Frank  B.Moore 100 

78  N.B.Nelson 100 

PAGE  27. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  April,  1906. 

Brought  ford 126,531.72       126,531.72 

Sundries,  cash  (pencil)— 

3  Dr.  to 1,295.05 

191  Pros.  &develmt%  voucher97 &17.55 

18i  Survey  A  Eng.     "       "  500 

lft5  Oenl  expense       "       "  119 

159  Bdg  house  store  "       "  138.50 

189  Salary  "       "  200 

On  April  20th  sent  by  purser  of  S.  S.  Santa  Anna  $500  to  Kayak  for  use  In 

paying  bills  and  labor  %  on  survey. 
Same  date  sent  Judge  Brltter,  U.  S.  Com.  at  Catalla,  3119.00,  to  pay  for 

recording  coal  claims. 
Boarding-house  account  is  for  grocery  bill  sent  from  Schwabacber  Bros. 

*  Co. 
Made  drafts  on  each  of  the  subscribers  to  our  coal  lands  venture  for  8100, 

which  sums  have  lwen  credited  as  paid. 
Engineering  crew  under  Mr.  Ilubhell  returned  to  Kayak  April  9th  to 
complete  survey  of  coal  lands.     Left  account  with  Wm.  Carless  to  col- 
lect for  Coal  Co.  $500  at  Catalla.  Also  advanced  to  Idaho  Oil  Co.  $564^5 
(pencil )  on  account  current  expenses,  _____ 

127,826. 77       127,826. 77 
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PAOB  28. 
Catalla,  Alaska,  Map,  1906. 

Amount  brot  forward $127,836.77     $127,824.77 

160  Sundries  Dr.  to  bdg  house  8.  % 2,000 

175  Trail* £00 

186  Survey  6eng. « £00 

101  Prospg.&develpmt* 1,000 

Supplies  charged  to  bdg.  house  store  %  and  used  by  the  various  aocts. 

charged  as  above  during  the  year  1904. 
Amts.  due  by  each  %  was  arrived  at  after  Inventory  of  stock  on  hand 
and  prorated  as  above. 

180  Sundries  to  horse  A  eq.  % 026.42 

175  Trail  % 442.32 

186  Survey  &eng.% 184.10 

101  Prosp'g  A  developmt  % 300 

The  above  sums  were  earned  by  the  horses  in  packing  supplies  to  the 
various  camps  and  charged  without  profit  to  the  horse  A  equipment  %. 

130,763.10       130,753.10 
PAOE  20. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  May,  1906. 

Amountbrot  ford 130,763.10       130,763.10 

8  Sundries  to  cash 1,210.06 

101  Pros.  A  develop  nt  %  vouch.  08 173.86 

186  Survey  A  engineer  ,T      "  6*2.35 

186  River  A  packing 145.65 

184  Boat  A  machinery 12 

165  General  expense      "       "      90 12.35 

145  Traveling 33.75 

180  Salary  "      "       " 200 

Engineer  A  survey  %  Includes  work  done  by  Hublell  surveying  land  for 

Eatent  which  was  cegun  In  April  and  continued  through  this  month, 
ut  delayed  some  on  %  of  baa  weather.  

131,073.14       131,073.14 

PAGE  30. 
Catalla,  Alaska,  June,  1906. 

Amounts  brot  ford 131,973.19       181,973.19 

3  Sundries  Dr.  toeash 1,071 

196  Survey  A  engineer  %  vouch.  100 550.15 

191  Prospecting  4  d.     "      "       " 187 

.   165  General  expense      "      "     101 9 

145  Traveig         "  "       "       " 15 

159  Bdg  house  store  %  voucher  101 100.85 

180  Salary  "         "        "  200 

Survey  work  in  the  field  was  completed  June  25.   Above  charge  was  for 

men  employed  by  engineer.  

133,044.10       133,044.10 

PAOE  31. 
Catalla,  Alaska,  July,  1906. 

Amounts  brot  ford 133,044.19       183,044.10 

8  Sundries  Dr.  to  cash 1,810.15 

186  Survey  A  engineer  %  v.  102 935.35 

31  Pros.  Adev.%  "  103 422.50 

159  Bdg  house  store  %      "  104 50.35 

145  Trav.  expense     <?      "" 99.50 

105  Genl.       "  "       "" 65.85 

189  8alary  %       "  106 200 

184  Boat  A  machy    "      "    "  9.25 

165  Genl  expense      "       "   "  2.50 

159  Bdg  house  store  "       "    " 33.85 

186  Survey  A  engineer  % 514. 00 

159  To  bdg  house  store  % 514 

Cost  of  boarding  men  while  employed  on  survey. 

General  and  traveling  exp.  accounts  include  cost  of  bringing  Mr.  Haw- 
kins into  the  field  to  examine  the  property. 
3  Cash  %  Dr.v.lW 111.05 

160  Bdg  house  store  % 111.95 

Mdse  sold  from  stock  to  Aug.  1st,  1905.  

135,489.29   135,489.29 
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PAGE  82. 
Catalla,  Alaska,  Jvly,  1906. 

Amounts  brot  ford 1136,489.: 

8  Cash  %  to  sundries 

10  Miles  C.Moore 100 

16  Meson*  Peel 100 

21  J.  O.  Cunningham 100 

27  F.C.Davidson 100 

81  Michael  Doneen 100 

F.  Cushlng  Moore 

41  Hayes  A  Jones 100 

45  Clarence  Cunningham 100 

Francis  Jenkins 

65  C.J.  Smith 100 

60  Walter  Moore 100 

66  W.W.Baker 100 

83  lloraceC.  Henry 100 

43  A.  L.8cofleld 100 

F.  F.Johnson  (flg."l"  scratched) 00 

71  Alfred  Page 100 

75  Jones  &  Stevens 100 

78  N.  B.  Nelson 100 

70  Frank  A.  Moore. 100 

80  John  A.  Finch 100 

107  W.  E.  Miller 100 

00  A.B.Campbell 100 

J.  H.  Neill(flg.  "1"  scratched) 00 

93  HenrvWhit* 100 

138  H.  W\  Collins 100 

05  B.C.  Riblett 100 

121  Fredk.  Burbridge 100 

07  W.  II.  Warner 100 

125  Henry  Wick 100 

R.  K.  Netll 

185  HughB.  Wick 100 

105  Chas.  Sweeney 100 

63  Ignatius  Muller 100 

PAOE  33. 


8135, 480. » 


Catalla,  Alaska,  Augnet,  1905. 

Amounts  forward 138,289.29       138,280.26 

8Cash%Dr 600 

63  To  Ignatius  Muller 600 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 816.46 

189  8alary  %,  voucher  No.  107 200 

150  Bdg.houseS."        "   " 20.66 

105  General exp.   «       «  •' 110.60 

191  Pros.  &  dev.    "       "  108 484.26 

In  the  alto  ve  accounts  that  of  genl.  exp.  consisted  largely  of  costs  attached 
to  making  examination  of  coal  lands  by  Mr.  H.  L.  Hawkins  Including 
amount  paid  U.  8.  Geological  surveyor  for  map  which  he  made  after 
working  nours  for  me. 
The  Pros.  6  dev.  %  consisted  of  work  done  entirely  for  the  purpose  of 
m^Hi^  examination. 

139,60169       139,604.69* 
PAGE  84. 


Catalla,  Alaska,  September,  1906. 

Amts  brought  forward 189,604.69 

3  Sundries,  to  cash 

169  Bdg.  house  St.  %  Vouch.  109 50.92 

180  Horse  &  eq.      ff    "        "   50 

189  Salary  "    "        "   200 

165  General  exp.     "    "        "   8a  05 

191  Prosp.  A  dev.  "    "        110 312.50 

fTn  lead  pencil)  701.47 

Bdg.  House  %  consists  of  Steamer  frt.  chgs.  advanced  by  Gray  together 

with  supplies  bought  at  (  atalla. 
Horse  &  Equipment  %  is  for  expense  taking  horses  and  feed  from 

Strawberry  to  Chllcat  Lake. 
General  Expense  and  prosp.  &  dev.  %  were  incurred  in  making  exami- 
nation of  coal  lands  by  Hawkins. 

(In  lead  pencil)     140,308.16 
140,306.16 


139,60469 
701.47 


140,306.16 
140,306.16 
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Cataija,  Alaska,  October,  1905. 

Amts  brought  forward $140,306.16     H4O.S06.lt 

3  Cash  %  to  sundries 6,750 

10  Miles  C.  Moore 200 

15  Mason  A  Peel 300 

21  J.  G.  Cunningham 300 

27  F.C.  Davidson 300 

91  M.  Doneen  11/27  (pencil) 200 

33  H.C.Henry 300 

So  F.  Cushlng  Moore 100 

39  F.  F.Johnson 100 

41  Hayes  6  Jones 300 

43  A.L.8coneld 200 

45  Clarence  Cunningham. 300 

60  Francis  Jenkins 150 

53  Ignatius  Mullen 200 

55  C.  J.  Smith 200 

00  W.B.Moore 200 

65  W.  W.  Baker 200 

71  Alfred  Page 200 

75  Jones  &  Stevens 200 

78  N.  B.  Nelson  10.23  (pencil) 200 

79  Frank  A.  Moore 200 

80  John  A.  Finch 200 

90  A.  B.  Campbell 200 

93  Henry  White 200 

95  B.C.  Rlblett 200 

97  W.H.Warner 200 

100  R.  K.Neill 400 

105  Chas.  Sweeney 200 

107  W.  E.MIller 200 

121  Fredk.  Burbrldge 200 

125  Henry  Wick 200 

138  H.  W.Collins 200 

141  Joseph  H.  Nelll 400 

135  Hugh  B.  Wick 200 

PAGE  36. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  October,  1906. 

Amts  brought  forward 147,056.16       147,066.16 

3  Sundries  to  cash 3,436.13 

186  Engineer  survey  %,  voucher  111 257.60 

145  Trnv.  expenses     w        "       112 103.25 

165  Oenl.        "           "        "        " 41.80 

172  Patent      "           "         "         " 130 

1A0  Bdg  House  store  "        "       31.55 

189  Salary                  "        "        « 200 

177  Bldg  <fc  impvt      "         "         " 47.05 

180Horseeqmt          "        "        " 43.50 

165  Oeni.  expense       "        "       113 1,107 

159  Bdg.  house  store  "        "       114 35.85 

155Tool&omtn         "         "        115 2M.55 

180  Horse  it  eqpmt    "        "       110 61.75 

159  Bdg.  House  store  "        "       117 350.80 

"      "         "        "               "        118 48.10 

157     "         "eqpmt"         "        lift 21.33 

177  Bldjr.  impvt         "         "        120 640 

4Cash%dr 640 

177  Bldg.  is  Impvemt  % 040 

The  above  account  was  entered  as  voucher  120  but  was  not  corrected 
until  time  book  was  brought  from  Kayak. 

177  Bldg.  <*lmpvmt%No.  120 099.75 

4  To  cash 009.75 

(In  lead  pencil)     151. 832. 04 
Correction  made  so  not  to  alter  entry  or  ledger 151,832.04      151,832.04 


Digitized  by  LiOOQ  IC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEFT.  AND  BUREAU  07  FORESTRY.      108 

PAGE  87. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  November,  1905. 

Amts  brought  forward $151,832.04     1151,882.04 

4  Sundries  to  cash 1,772.98 

186  Em.  A  survey  %,  voucher  No.  121 737.86 

CTBldg.&lmp      ff        ••  122 833 

F     "       "  123 law 

185  Expense  "        "  " 48.00 

155  Tools* am.      "        "  " £0.00 

159  Bdg.  house  st.  "        "  " 50.60 

180ilorae&eq.       "        "  " 35 

(In  lead  pencil)  1,772.06 
In  the  above  entries  the  engineer  &  survey  %  was  for  balance  due  C.  8. 
Bubbell  who.  on  completing  surveys  and  filing  plats  went  to  Seward, 
Alaska,  and  aid  not  render  bill  for  services  until  this  date.  Previous 
charges  were  for  sums  paid  on  that  %  from  time  to  time  as  per  vouchers 
122.  3  were  for  labor  performed  in  Building  new  camp  on  Clear  Creek 
and  material  purchased  for  same.  Expense  %  was  for  sums  Incurred 
by  Chesmn  during  the  months  of  October  &  Nov.  in  keeping  men  and 
paying  their  expenses  on  river  to  &  from  camp. 


(In  lead  pencil)     153,604.00       153.004.08 
153,604.00       153,004.90 
PAGE  38. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Dee.,  1905. 

Amounts  forward 153,604.00       153,004.99 

4  Bonds,  dr.  to  cash 536.00 

165  Expense        %,  voucher  124 12 

185  River  &  Pkg  ff        "        " 127.50 

176  Trail  "         "        " 03 

177  Bdg  &  imp     «         "        " 116.65 

105  Kxpense         "         "      125 40.80 

167  Lesal  "         "        •• 100 

172  Patent  "         "        " 37.05 

The  above  accounts  were  apportioned  from  the  pay  roll  by  charging  each  %  in 

voucher  124  with  the  number  of  days  spent  thereon. 
In  No.  125  we  charged  to  expense  %  815.00  overpaid  to  one  man  by  mistake  of 

foreman. 
Legal  expense  %  Is  a  new  one  Just  opened  and  patent  expense  is  for  sums  paid  at 

the  Surveyor  Genl's  office  as  per  voucher.  

(In  lead  pencil)     154, 141. 80       154. 141. 89 
154,141.80       154,141.89 
PAGE  30. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Jan.,  1906. 

Amts  brot.  forward 154,141.80       154,141.89 

4  Sundries  to  cash 54.50 

160  Expense  %,  voucher  120 54.50 

Having  no  commnctn  during  this  month  have  carried  the  expenses  Incurred  at 
Kayak  into  next  month's  account. 

Feb.,  1906. 

4  Sundries  dr.  to  cash 1,161.10 

172  Patent  %,  voucher  127 73.50 

160  X pense  ff       "         " 378.50 

100       •«  "        "        128 6.10 

145Trav.  Ex.  "        "         " 60.00 

104  Harbor  «'        «'         " 250 

172  Patent  Exp.  "        "         "  330 

180  Horse  &  Eqpt.  "        "        129 52.50 

160  Expense  "        "         " 20.50 

(In  lead  pencil)     155.357.40       155,357.49 
155,357.49       155,357.40 
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CATALLA,  ALASKA,  Ftb.,  1908. 

Amounts  brot.  ford $155,357.49     $155,357.49 

4 CashV  to  sundries ' 

10  MllesC.  Moore  1/22 100 

15  Mason  6  Peel  1/20 100 

21  J.  O.  Cunningham  2/3 100 

27  F.  C.  Davidson  2/8 100 

31  Michael  Doneen  1/29 100 

33  Horace  C.  Henry  2/1 100 

36  F.  C.  Moore  (Oct.  Dft)     2/92006/4100 300 

39  F.  F.  Johnson "      "        200       3/14-100 300 

41  Hayes  6  Jones  2/6. 100 

43  A.L.Scofleld  2/2 100 

45  Clarence  Cunningham      1/22 100 

53  ten.  Mullen  2/8 100 

65  C.  J.  Smith  1/22 100 

GO  W.  B.  Moore  1/22 100 

65  W.  W.Baker  2/1  100 

71  Alf.  Page  2/19 100 

75  Jones  A  Stevens  2/5 100 

78  N.  B.  Nelson  1/22 100 

79  F.  A.  Moore  "  100 

80  John  A.  Finch  1/29 100 

90  A.B.Campbell  1/29 100 

93  Henry  White  2/1  100 

97  W.  H.  Warner  3/7  100 

B.  C.  Rlblett 

100  R.  K.  Neill  3/3  100 

105  Chas.  Sweeney  1/29 100 

107  W.  E.  Miller  2/5 100 

121  Fredk  Burbrldge  2/1  100 

125  Henry  Wick  2/3  100 

138  H.  W.  Collins  1/31 100 

141  Jos.  H.  Nelll  3/3  100 

135  Hugh  B.  Wick  2/6 100 

Francis  Jenkins  . 

(In  lead  pencil)    158,857.49       158,887.49 

PAOE  41. 


Catalla,  Alaska,  Map  Sltt,  1906. 

Amounts  brought  forward 158,857.49       158,857.49 

4  Sundriesdr.  to  cash .-. 682.20 

194  Harbor  &  dock  %,  voucher  130 53.40 

180  Survey  &  eng.   7t       "         " 12.30 

172  Patentexp.        "       "         " 9.00 

lGOGeni.     "            "       «         " 104.50 

194  Harbor  &  dock  "       "        131 9.00 

194       "            "                 "         132 494.00 

Left  'Wallace  June  1st  for  Seattle.  Intending  to  catch  steamer  June  10th,  but  they 
missed  connections,  so  was  delayed  until  June  26th.  In  explanation  of  above 
accounts,  as  vouchers  will  show,  the  Harbor  and  Dk  was  expenses  Incurred 
by  sending  Engineer  Jamsee  (?)  to  examine  and  report  on  same  while  survey 
%  was  a  balance  claimed  by  Mr.  Hubbell  to  be  due  him  for  work. 

The  preceding  page  shows  drafts  made  on  each  of  the  claim  owners  for  $100.  On 
Jan.  22nd,  1906,  while  dates  following  show  when  same  were  paid. 

(In  lead  pencil)    159,539.69      150yOt9.» 
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Caxalla,  Alaska,  Jum  im,  1906. 

Amount  brot  forward 069,539.69     $159,539.69 

4  Cash  to  sundries 3,200 

10  Miles  C.  Moore  6/29 100 

15  lissoo  A  Peel  7/2 100 

21  J.  O.  Cunningham        "  100 

27  F.C.  Davidson  7/7 100 

81  Michael  Doneen  7/2 100 

83  Horace  C.  Henry         6/27 100 

86  E.  Cushlng  Moore        8/13 100 

39  F.  F.  Johnson  9/20 100 

41  Hayes  A  Jones  #13....' 100 

43  A.L.Scofleld  8/10 100 

45  Clarence  Cunningham  0/30 100 

53  Ignatius  MuUen  7/16 100- 

55  C.  J.Smith  6/27 109 

00  W.B.Moore  0/29 100 

65  W.W.Baker  "  109 

71  Alfred  Page  7/13 100 

75  Jones  &  Stevens  6/30 109> 

78  N.B.Nelson  9/20 100 

79  F.A.Moore  6/27 1(0 

80  John  A.  Finch  6/30 100 

90  A.  B.  Campbell  6/30 100 

93  Henry  White  9/20 100 

96  B.C.Riblett  7/13 100 

W.  H.  Warner 

100  R.  K.Nelll  7/13 100 

105  Chas.  Sweeney  6/30 100 

107  Wm.  E.  Miller  7/16 100 

121  Fredk  Burbridge  7/13 100 

125  Henry  Wick  7/14 100 

138  H.  W.  Collins  7/7  100 

141  Joseph  H.NeUl  7/13 100 

135  Hugh  B.  Wick  7/17 100 

50  Francis  Jenkins  8/1  100 

162,739.69       162,739.69 
PAGB  48. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Nov.  l*t,  1908. 

Amounts  brot.  forward 162.789.69       162,739.69 

4  Sundries  to  cash 3,269.94 

160  Bdg.  house  sup.  %.  voucher  133 96.07 

160     "  *r        ,<       lMm 43>08 

100      "  "  "        135 228.40 

100     "  "  "        136 52.00 

145Trav.ezp.        "  "        " 319 

166  Oral.    "  "  "        " 289 

172  Patent"  "  "        " > 176.25 

167  Legal    "  "  "        " 250 

104  R.R.  A  harbor"  "        " 36.69 

180  HorseAeqmt.  "  "       136 It) 

137 303.24 

189  8alary  ••  "       138 1,000 

172  Patent exp.      M  "       139 456.25 

(In  lead  pencil)  165, 999. 63  165, 999. 63 
The  above  accounts  have  been  carried  along  since  the  last  entry  In  May,  due  to 
the  fact  It  was  not  convenient  while  the  accounts  were  not  large,  as  but 
little  work  has  been  carried  on  awaiting  Issuance  of  patent.  The  bdg.  honse 
account  Included  all  supplies  purchased  since  Nov.  '05,  and  those  bot.  to,  carry 
the  crew  through  the  winter.  Traveling  and  genl  exp.  was  heavy,  on  %  of 
various  experts  sent  to  examine  the  coal.  A 

165,99*68       165,999.63 
PAGE  44. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Nov.,  1906. 

Amts.  brot.  forward 166,999.63       165,999.63 

Following  the  explanation  of  the  foregoing  accounts,  the  patent  exp.  %  Is  for  sums 

paid  for  publishing  notices  making  affidavits  of  postg.  and  affidavits  from  Haw- 
i  sfns  (?),  showing  character  of  land,  as  required  bv  land  office  legal  expense  %, 

was  the  sum  paid  J.  W.  Dudley— per  agreement— for  getting  up  publication 

notices,  affidavits,  etc.,  and  was  verv  cheap,  considering  the  amount  of  work 
|  done  for  each  claim.    R.  R.  A  harbor  %  Is  for  expense  Incurred  In  examining 

route:  survey  expenses  will  follow. 
Horse  A  eq.  %  Is  for  feed  for  the  coming  winter.    It  will  be  noticed  there  Is  no  pay 

roll  charged  Nov.,  1905.   This  Is  due  to  the  fact  our  men  have  remained  steadily 

with  us  and  allowed  their  time  to  accumulate,  while  1  kept  memoranda  of  sums 

drawn  by  them. 

165,999.63       165,999.68 
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Catalla,  Alaska,  Dm,,  1908. 

Amts.  brought  forward 1166,009.63     $165,000.63 

4  Sundries,  to  cash 2,484.6* 

104  R.  R.  A  harbor  %,  voucher  No.  140 060.66 

177  Bldg.  *  Imp.      ^        "  141 100 

176  Road  &  trafi       "        "  " 378.46 

185  River*  pack*.  "        «  " 845.80 

160  Bdg.  hs.  sup.      "        "  " 40.60 

145  Trav.  expense     "        "  " 150.20 

165  Oenl.      ft  «        "  " 48.85 

167  Legal      "  «        "  « 60 

180  Salary    "  "        "  " 400 

(In  toad  pencil)     168,484.18       168,484.18 

Voucher  140  is  for  sums  paid  on  account  of  survey  for  railroad  from  Clear  Creek  to] 

point  opposite  Kanacfc  Island. 
Bldg.  A  Imp.  %  work  on  stable  A  road  from  camp  to  warehouse  (one  man  still 

unpaid). 
River  A  pkg.  is  cost  of  getting  supplies  and  feed  from  8. 8.  up  river  to  warehouse.! 
Bdg.  house  supplies  is  for  meats  not  in  stock  when  supplies  as  per  voucher  128 J 

were  ordered,  ou  t  shipped  later.  q 

Trav.  exp.  %  was  for  expense  incurred  to  and  from  Juneau  %  tendering  payment 

for  claims.    Other  Items,  see  voucher  141. 

168,484.18       168,484.18 

PAGE  46. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Dee.,  190$. 

Amts.  brought  forward 168,484.18       168,484.18 

104  R.  R.  A  harbor  %. 26.50 

150  To  bdg.  house  sup.  % 26.50 

Tent  and  stove  purchased  for  railroad  survey  party  and  charged  to  bdg. 
I  hs.  sup.  %. 

(In  lead  pencil)     168, 510. 68       168, 510. 68 
168,510.68       168,610.68 
PAGE  48. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Da.,  1906. 

Amounts  brought  forward 168,510.68       168,510.68 

4  Cash,  to  sundries ". 3,000 

10  Miles  C.  Moore,  12/17 100 

15  F.  H.  Mason,  1/12 100 

21  J.  G.  Cunningham,  1/12 100 

27  F.C.  Davidson,  12/21 100 

31  Michael  Doneen,  1/22 100 

33  II.  C.  Henry,12/17 100 

35  F.  Cushlng  Moore,  1/12 100 

30  F.  F.Johnson,  1/22 100 

41  Orville  D.  Jones,  1/22 100 

A.  L.  Scofleld. 

45  Clarence  Cunningham,  12/17 100 

Ignatius  Mullen. 

56  C.  J.  Smith,  1/26 100 

60  W.  D.  Moore,  12/17 100 

65  W.  W.  Baker,  12/17 100 

71  Alfred  Page,  12/21 100 

75  Arthur  D.Jones,  1/14 100 

78  N.  B.  Nelson,  12/19 100 

79  F.  A.  Moore,  12/17 100 

80  John  A.  Finch,  1/12 100 

90  A.  B.  Campbell,  1/12 100 

93  Henry  White,  1/12 100 

100  R.  K.  Neill.  12/31 100 

105  Chas.  Sweeney,  12/22 .  100 

107  Wm.  E.  Miller,  1/17 100 

121  Fredk.  Burbrldw,  12/27 100 

125  Henry  Wick,  12/28 100 

138  H.  W.  Collins.  12/21 100 

141  Jos.  H.  Nelll,  12/31 100 

135  Hugh  B.  Wick,  12/28 100 

60  Francis  Jenkins,  12/21 100 

95  B.C.  Rlblett,2/19 100 

171,510.68       171,610.68 
(In  lead  pencil)      171,510.68       171,510.68 
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Catalla,  Alaska,  Feb.,  1907. 

Amotmts  brought  forward 3171,510,68     $171,610.08 

4  Sundries,  to  cash 1,688.25 

li5  Trav.  expense  %,  voucher  142 198.85 

194  R.R.&  harbor"        «        »  31.96 

188  Engineer  A  surrey    "       "  1.000 

180  Salary  %  «        " '400 

166  General  exp.  «        " 5fc75 

In  the  first  item  above  are  two  trips  to  Seattle,  first  to  attend  a  meeting  and 
elect  officers  for  our  Behring  River  Ry.  Co.  and  discuss  affidavit  question;  the 
second  was  on  account  of  going  north  to  secure  timber  and  water  rights,  but 
owing  to  washouts,  was  unable  to  get  thro  in  time,  so  sent  Hubbell  and  Chezttm 
Instead.  R.  R.  A  harbor  %  is  for  filing  fees  sent  (?)  Sec.  of  State  and  rent 
paid  by  Hubbell  for  use  of  level.  Eng.  A  survey  %  Is  the  sum  I  advanced 
Cttexum  for  expenses  on  said  work.  8alary  for  two  months  and  genl.  expense 
Includes  all  telegrams,  cable  messages,  and  stenographer  fees  for  Jan.  and 

Feb.,  1907.  

173,196.93       173,196.98 
PAGE  49. 

Cat at.t. a,  Alaska,  Mar.,  1907. 

Amounts  brought  forward 173,196.93       173,196.98 

6  Cash* 100 

43.A.  L.  Scofleld 100 

173,296.93         ~~~~ 
PAOE  60. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Aug.,  1907. 

Brot  forward 173,296.93 

4  Cash* 3,200 

10  Miles  O.Moore,  Apr 

15  Fred  H.  Mason,  Apr 

27  F.  C  Davidson,  Apr 

21  J.  O.Cunningham,  Apr 

31  Michael  Doneen,  Apr 

83  Horace  C.  Henry,  Apr 

85  F.  Cushlng  Moore,  Apr 

89  F.T.Johnson,  Apr 

41  O.  O.Jones.  Apr 

43  A.  L.  8coneld,  Apr 

45  Clarence  Cunningham,  Apr 

50  Francis  Jenkins,  Apr 

Ignatius  Mullen,  Apr 

00  Walter  B.  Moore,  Apr 

55  C.  J.  Smith,  Apr 

85  W.  W.  Baker,  Apr 

71  Alfred  Page,  Apr 

75  A  rth  11  r  D .  Jones,  Apr 

78  Nelson  B.  Nelson,  Apr 

79  F.  A.  Moore.  Apr 

80  John  A.  Finch,  Apr 

90  A.  B.Campbell,  Apr 

93  Henry  White,  Apr 

95  B.  C.  Riblett,  Apr 

97  W.  H.  Warner,  Apr 

100  R.  K.  Neill,  Apr 

105  Chas.  Sweeney,  Apr 

107  Wm.  E.  Miller.  Apr 

121  Fredk.  Burbridge,  Apr 

125  Henry  Wick.  Apr 

135  Hugh  B.  Wick,  Apr 

138  Henry  W.  Collins,  Apr 

141  Joseph  H.  Neill,  Apr 

176,496.93 
PAOE  51. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Aug.,  1907. 

Brot.  forward 176,496.93 

4  Sundries,  to  cash 

166  Oenl.  exp.  %,  vouch.  No.  143 473.50 

189  Salary  ft       "         ••    144 1,000 

195  Timber  land 2,649.40 

Engineer  A  Survey  %. 

195  Timber  land  % 1,000 

1«6  To  eng.  A  survey  % 

The  above  accounts  include  sums  pnld  out  since  March  1st,  nil  being  Itemized  In 
vouchers;  the  last  Item  Is  charged  under  date  of  Feb.,  '07,  and  voucher  142 

should  be  transferred  to  this  new  %. — 

181,619.83        181,619.83 


173,296.98 


178,296.98 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


176,496.93 


176,496.93 
4,122.90 


1,000 
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Catalla,  almba,  Aay.,  imr. 

Amounta.ford «U1,«U.88     $181,019.8* 

4  Cash  to  sundries a.OOQ 

10  Miles  C.Moore 100 

15  Fred  H.Mason 100 

27  F.C.  Davidson 100 

J.  G.  Cunningham 100 

SI  Michael  Doneen 100 

83  Horace  C.  Henry 100 

85  F.  Cushlnjc  Moore 100 

89  F.  F.Johnson 10* 

41  O.D.Jones 100 

43  A.  L.  Scofleld 100 

45  Clarence  Cunningham 100 

Francis  Jenkins 100 

55  C.J.Smith 100 

00  Walter  B.  Moore 100 

05  W.W.Baker 100 

71  Alfred  Page 100 

78  N.  B.Nelson 100 

79  Frank  A.  Moore 100 

80  John  A.  Finch 100 

90  A.  B.Camobell 100 

93  Henry  White 100 

95  B.C.  Rlblet 100 

97  W.  H.  Warner.8/5 100 

100  R.K.Nelll,  8/24 100 

108  Chos.  Sweenev,8/8 : 100 

107  Wm.  E.  Miller,8/17 100 

121  Fredk  Burrldge.  8/17 100 

125  Henry  Wick,  9/25 100 

135  HughB.  Wick 100 

138  Henrv  W.Collins 100 

141  Joseph  H.Nelll 100 

175  Arthur  D.  Jones 100 

Ignatius  Mullen 100 

PAGE  53. 

161  Coal  land  pur.  %  to  sunds 52>S0O 

10  MilesC.  Moore 1,000 

15  Fred  H.Mason 1,600 

21  John  G.  Cunningham l,€0O 

27  Fred  C.  Davidson 1.000 

31  Michael  Doneen 1,000 

23  HoraceC.  Henry 1,000 

85  F.  Cushlng  Moore 1,000 

89  F.  F.Johnson 1,000 

41  O.D.Jones 1,000 

43  A.  L.  8cofteld 1,600 

45  Clarence  Cunningham 1, 000 

50  Francis  Jenkins 1 ,  000 

55  C.  J.  8mith 1,600 

60  Walter  B.  Moore 1,600 

65  W.W.Baker 1,600 

71  Alfred  Page 1.600 

79  N.  B.Nelson 1,600 

78  Frank  A.  Moore 1.600 

80  John  A.  Finch 1,600 

90  A.  B.  Campbell 1,000 

93  Henry  White 1,000 

95  B.C.  Rihlet 1,600 

97  W.  H.  Warner 1,600 

100  R.K.Nelll 1,600 

105  Chas.  Sweeney 1,600 

107  Wm.  E.  Milbr 1.000 

121  Fredk  Bnrhrldge 1.G0O 

125  Henry  Wirk 1,600 

135  HughB.  Wfrk 1,600 

138  Henry  W.  Collins 1,600 

141  Joseph  H.  Nelll 1,600 

75  Arthur  D.  Jones 1,600 

53  Ignatius  Mullen 1,600 


Digitized  by  LiOOQ  IC 


INVESTIGATION  IKTBBIOB  DEFT.  AND  BX7BEAU  OF  FOBBSTBY.      109 


PAGE  64. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Ah§.,  1907. 
Ants  bfotforwasd. 

T4  Sundries  dr.  to  cash 

105  Timber  land  %,  Veto  No.  145 $306.70 


*,6tt.4ft 


146. 


147. 


61.70 
115 

66 

05.06 
557.40 
400 

221.50 
482.41 
204.70 

41 


575 

750 

230 

206 

552.70 

213.50 


2;  528. 20 


166  Expense 

160  Bdg  boose  store 

146  Travis  expense 

165  Furniture  A  fixtures  a/o 

181  Horse  &eqmt 

180  Salary 

165  Oenl  expense 
160  Bdg  bouse  store 

166  General  expense  148 

160  Bdg  house  store  140 

In  the  above  vouchers  Nos.  146  to  140  include  expens  incurred  by  engi- 
neers making  examination  for  the  Gugsenbeims,  which  should  be  re- 
paid to  us.  I  have  made  bill  for  the  full  amount  paid  on  this  account, 
and  on  receipt  of  payment  of  same  will  be  credited  to  proper  sects. 

Item.— Horse  A  eqrnt,  8557.40  was  amt  paid  for  horse  feed,  including 
freight,  which  was  lost  in  lightering  from  S.  S.  Portland,  about  10.25, 
and  am  trying  to  recover  value  from  8.  S.  Co.  A  Insurance  Co. 

PAGE  55. 

Catalla,  Alaska,  Sept.  to  Dec.,  1907. 
B  rot  forward. 

6  Sundries,  to  cash 

186  Engineer  A  survey,  vchr.  150 

175  Road    A    trail   %     "       " 

186  Kiver  A  pkg.         n     "       " 

108  Water  right 

160  Bdg.  bouse  st. 

181  Tlorse  A  eqpmt 

Engineer  A  survey  %  as  above  was  for  work  A  exf  ense  in  connection 

with  the  expert  examination  of  coal  lands  by  Guggenheims  engineers. 

Clai  n  made  for  sa-ne  12/10  07. 
Road  A  trail  acct.  was  expense  incurred  repairing  and  bridging  below 

Clear  Creek. 
River  A  packing  is  for  cost  of  bringing  supplies  from  steamer  to  camp 

during  year. 
Water  right  Is  a  new  sect.,  represent  sums  expended  in  locating  and 

holding  water  right  at  mouth  (T)  of  Kustikaw  Lake. 
Bdg.  nous?  stores  were  provisions  and  supplies  for  work  of  examination 

and  chgd.  to  Guggenheim  %. 
H.  A  E.  %  is  sum  paid  McDonald  to  replace  feed  lost. 

PAGE  56. 

Dec.,  1907. 

Amt.  forward : 

4  Sundries,  to  cash 1,528.00 

104  Railroad  A  harbor  %,  vchr.  151 776 

180  Salary  a      "    152 600 

106  Oeneral  expense      "       "      " 152 

145  Trav.exp.%dr 300 

166  To  genl.  expense  % 800 

Bums  expended  in  trips  to  Spokane,  Salt  Lake,  etc.,  on  %  coal  land 
meetings. 
.168  Oenl.  expense  % 657.40 

181  To  horse  A  eqpmt.  %. 557.40 

Sum  paid  Oalbralth.  Bacon  A  Co.  for  feed  charged  to  above  %  which  was 

lost  in  transportation  by  8.  S.  Co.;  when  insurance  is  collected  sum 
will  be  credited  to  G.  E.  %. 

4Cash,dr 000 

21  J.  G.Cunningham 100 

184  Boat&mach.  %.... 800 

Above  sum  paid  Dec.  1st  by  C.  C. 
8old  launch  to  Katalla  Co. 

184  Hoat&mach.  <fc 

(Launch  sold)  To  cash. 

PAGE  57. 

Catalla,  Alaska, 

Dee.  1907. 

Amt.  forward 

4  Cash  %  to  sundries 1,270.60 

186  Engineer  A  survey  % 575 

160  Board g.  house  st.  '« 482.40 

168  Oenl.  expense 222. 20 

The  above  sum  was  received  from  Danl.  Guggenheim  in  full  for  expenses 
1  ncurred  on  account  of  the  examination  of  coal  lands  on  his  account. 

Chock  received 1,350.00 

Lew  amt.  due  Jim  MeOrath 80. 
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State  of  Washington,  County  of  King,  m. 

Clarence  Cunningham,  being  first  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says:  On  March  6th,  1908, 
at  the  request  of  L.  G.  Glavis,  Chief  Field  Division,  G.  L.  O.,  I  made  an  affidavit  relat- 
ing to  certain  coal  lands  near  Katalla,  Kvak  mining  district,  Alaska,  in  which  affidavit 
I  stated  that  some  thirty-three  (33)  coal  claims  in  said  district  had  been  located  and 
held  by  affiant  and  individuals  with  whom  affiant  was  personally  well  acquainted;  that 
for  the  purpose  of  development  an  understanding  existed  between  the  coal  claimants 
that  when  the  titles  were  secured  the  claimants  would  combine  their  efforts  in  the 
development  of  the  said  claims.  I  wish  to  say  in  this  connection  that  no  agreement 
exists  among  the  individual  claimants  so  to  do,  nor  is  any  claimant  bound  by  any 
agreement  or  otherwise  to  combine  with  another  claimant,  even  for  the  purpose  of 
development.  Affiant,  after  having  certain  correspondence  with  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  hereinafter  referred  to,  by  which  the  several  claimants  were  permitted  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  common  sources  of  development  for  all  of  said  claims,  expressed 
the  view  to  some  of  his  associates  that  the  same  reasons  which  operated  to  require  the 
common  development  would  likewise  require  their  community  of  effort  in  the  opera- 
tion of  the  claims  when  patents  were  issued.  In  this  connection  affiant  calls  the  atten- 
tion of  the  department  to  departmental  letter  of  February  24th,  1906,  bearing  the 
numbers  26704-1906  N,  which  departmental  letter  bears  the  signature  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  J.  H.  Fimple,  a  true  copy  of  which  letter  is  attached  to  this  affidavit 
and  made  a  part  hereof.  Said  letter  bears  the  following: "  E.  B.  C,  E.  A.  F.  H.  G.  P. ;" 
that  the  letter  written  by  affiant  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  to  which  the  letter 
appended  is  a  reply,  contains  a  sketch  or  plat  of  said  mining  claims,  with  full  explana- 
tion as  to  the  contour  of  the  ground,  and  requested  the  department  for  its  consent  that 
the  development  work  on  said  claims  should  be  prosecuted  as  indicated  in  said  letter 
last  referred  to,  and  affiant  respectfully  calls  the  department's  attention  to  the  said 
correspondence;  that  before  the  receipt  of  the  letter  of  February  24th,  1906,  and  in 
response  to  the  inquiries  directed  to  the  department  by  affiant,  affiant  received  from 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  a  communication  acknowledging  receipt  of  his  letter 
and  advising  him  that  the  matter  had  been  referred  to  the  Attorney-General  for  an 
opinion,  and  that  thereafter  the  letter  hereto  attached  was  received. 

Affiant  further  states  that  each  individual  holder  of  said  thirty-three  (33)  claims 
is  free  to  make  such  disposition  thereof  as  may  seem  to  such  holder  meet  and  proper. 
Affiant  further  states  that  at  all  times  heretofore  and  at  the  present  time  it  is  his  pur- 
pose, as  well  as  the  purpose  of  the  other  claimants,  in  so  far  as  he  is  advised,  to  acquire 
title  to  the  said  coal  lands  in  good  faith  and  for  the  purpose  of  developing  the  same  as 
quickly  as  possible  thereafter,  and  that  the  successful  development  thereof  will 
probably  be  best  brought  about  by  a  community  of  effort  of  the  said  several  claims 
by  reason  of  the  facts  above  set  forth;  that  each  individual  claimant  is  free  from  any 
obligation  with  the  other  to  resort  to  the  common  development  above  referred  to. 
And  further  affiant  saith  not. 

(Signed)  Clarence  Cunningham. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  28th  day  of  April,  1908. 

(Signed)  Leroy  V.  Newcomb, 

Notary  Public  in  and  for  the  State  of  Washington,  residing  at  Seattle. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  Mr.  Giavis,  what  do  you  know  about  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  copy? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  do  not  know ;  it  looks  like  it  is  correct.  I  saw 
one  little  mistake  there. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Giavis,  did  you  make  a  copy  of  that  journal? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  we  made  a  copy  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  What  became  of  that  copy? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  out  in  Seattle;  and  then  later  on  I  sent  the 
journal  to  Washington,  and  they  made  a  certified  copy  of  it  here. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  in  the  Government  office  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  copy  I  made? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  has  charge  of  that  office  now? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is,  I  say  it  was  there  when  I  left.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  there  now  or  not. 
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The  Chairman.  Who  furnished  this  copy  that  is  here  in  the  book! 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  they  got  that  from  the  files  of  the  General 
Land  Office  in  Washington,  D.  C;  they  made  a  certified  copy  of  it 

The  Chairman.  Have  they  a  copy  of  it  here,  too,  in  the  General 
Land  Office? 

Mr.  Glavts.  Well,  I  think  they  have;  they  did  have. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  became  of  the  original  journal? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  returned  to  Cunningham. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  go  on,  Mr.  Brandeis. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  was  done  in  connection  with  these  coal  claims 
after  March  6,  and  during  the  month  of  March  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well?  I  secured  some  more  affidavits;  I  saw  some 
more  of  the  coal  claimants  in  Seattle,  and  I  got  their  affidavits,  and 
then  I  told  Mr.  Cunningham  that  in  order  to  save  time,  as  he  had 
stated  in  his  affidavit,  that  his  understanding  of  the  facts  relating  to 
his  coal  claims  was  that  the  same  facts  related  to  the  others — that  I 
would  mail  a  blank  copy  of  that  affidavit  to  the  different  coal  claim- 
ants whom  I  had  not  interviewed  and  ask  them  if  the  statements  were 
true,  to  corroborate  this  affidavit,  or,  if  it  was  not,  to  prepare  another 
affidavit  or  to  add  to  the  Cunningham  statement  any  further  state- 
ments that  they  might  wish  to  make;  and  during  March,  I  think,  or 
during  April,  rather,  I  sent  these  out  and  they  came  back  corrobora- 
ting the  affidavits  of  Cunningham. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Do  you  recall  receiving  toward  the  end  of  March — 
that  is,  March  28 — a  telegram  from  Commissioner  Dennett  in  relation 
to  the  Cunningham  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  you  turn  to  page  467  of  Senate  Document  No. 
248  and  see  whether  the  telegram  of  March  28,  1908,  there  given, 
which  is  in  cipher  in  part,  is  the  telegram  which  you  referred  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  The  translation  is  not — that  is,  you  have  to 
read  both  of  them,  both  the  cipher  and  the  translation,  to  get  all  the 
facts. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is,  there  is  first  the  telegram  addressed  to  you 
and  then  below  is  the  translation,  which  has  to  be  supplemented*  by 
the  ordinary  words  that  are  in  the  telegram? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  so  supplemented,  it  reads  : 

Wire  date  this  office  will  receive  report  in  Cunningham  group  Alaska  coal 
entries.    Answer  by  wire  quick. 

And  is  the  telegram  of  March  30,  of  which  a  copy  appears  on  page 
467,  the  answer  which  you  sent? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  think  it  is. 
Mr.  Brandeis.  I  introduce  that  answer  also,  which  reads : 

Portland,  Oreo.,  March  SO,  1908. 
Commissioner- General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Mntter  mentioned  in  your  wire  28.  Will  report  Cunningham  group  for  can- 
cellation. Owing  to  transfer  being  mnde  with  Xeuhausen  nnd  other  parties,  it 
Is  impossible  to  complete  investigation  before  Mny.  Entrymen  Involved  appear 
to  be  well  informed  concerning  all  action,  as  shown  by  your  files.  Should  con- 
tents herein  be  learned  additional  information  will  be  made  impossible. 

Glavis,  Chief. 
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Now,  what  was  the  basis  of  that  statement  which  you  made  in  the 
telegram  of  March  30,  "  Entrymen  involved  appear  to  be  well  in- 
formed concerning  all  action,  as  shown  by  your  files  "? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  because  of  a  statement  made  by  ex-Governor 
Moore,  of  the  State  of  Washington,  one  of  the  Cunningham  claimants. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  When  did  ex-Governor  Moore  make  that  statement 
to  you  to  which  you  refer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  March  6,  1908,  in  the  afternoon,  at  the  Bainer 
Grand  Hotel,  while  Mr.  Jones  and  I  were  taking  the  affidavit  of 
Frnnk  Cunningham. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  did  ex-Governor  Moore  happen  to  be  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know.  He  came  in  and  Cunningham  intro- 
duced us,  and  we  spoke  about  the  investigation — spoke  of  the  cases. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  \ou  mean  he  did  to  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  Mr.  Cunningham  told  him  we  were  in- 
vestigating the  cases  and  that  we  had  stated  to  him  that  we  would 
soon  make  reports,  and  Moore  stated  to  me  that  he  was  in  Washington 
last  winter  and  that  during  that  time  had  seen  Mr.  Ballinger.  He 
said  the  entries  would  have  been  patented  long  ago  if  it  had  not  been 
for  my  protest. 

Mr.  James.  Who  said  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Moore.  And  I  told  him  that  of  course  I  had  to 
make  protests  if  I  had  any  complaint,  or  something  like  that.  It  was 
rather  embarrassing  to  us  to  have  him  know  about  it,  for  the  reason 
that  Cunningham  thought  it  was  based  upon  a  complaint  made  by 
some  outsider  and  was  not  coming  from  a  special  agent  who  was  in- 
vestigating them.  We  were  a  little  afraid  he  might  object  to  making 
the  affidavit  if  we  told  him  the  truth  about  it,  but  he  did. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  there  any  such  information  being  given  out  by 
the  department? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  supposed  to  treat  all  reports  and  communi- 
cations from  special  agents  as  confidential. 

Mr.  Graham.  Is  there  a  rule  of  the  department  in  that  regard  f 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  I  think  there  is ;  but  I  can  not  cite  that  rule.  It 
is  a  rule  that  has  been  in  force  for  a  long  time,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  all  ex-Governor 
Moore  said  was  that  the  cases  would  have  been  passed  for  title  except 
for  your  protest? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.    He  said  there  was  nothing  else  against  the  claims. 

The  Chairman.  He  did  not  in  that  conversation  indicate  to  you 
that  the  department  had  shown  him  any  papers  in  the  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  most  certainly  did. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  say  so  before. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  not  quite  finished  my  statement 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  did  he  indicate  that — what  was  it  that  he  said? 

Mr.  Glavis.  From  the  conversation — because  he  said  that  they 
would  have  gone  to  patent — he  knew  that;  he  knew  that  there  was 
no  good  reason  for  their  being  held  up  any  more.  He  led  us  to 
believe  that  he  had  seen  part  of  the  papers,  from  which  I  drew  that 
conclusion. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Let  me  understand  you,  Mr.  Glavis.  Did 
he  say  to  you  that  he  had  received  any  information  from  the  de- 
partment? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Sutherland.  Had  he  seen  the  papers! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  had  several  talks  with  Mr.  Ballinger 
about  the  matter,  and  they  evidently  had  gone  over  the  papers,  and 
he  said  there  was  no  ground  for  their  being  held  up  further  until 
my  protest  came. 

Senator  Sutherland.  He  said  he  had  gone  over  the  papers? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  indicated  to  me  that  he  meant  Mr.  Ballinger,  be- 
cause the  only  person  he  mentioned  to  me  as  having  conferred  with 
was  Mr.  Ballinger,  the  commissioner.  And  then  he  went  on  and  said, 
"we  had  gone  over  the  papers,"  and  there  was  nothing  against  the 
claim  except  my  protest;  that  if  my  protest  had  not  come  in,  the 
entries  would  have  been  patented.  Now,  he  did  not  reiterate  the 
name  of  Mr.  Ballinger,  as  1  recall,  having  gone  over  the  papers  with 
him,  but  he  said  he  had  conferred  with  Mr.  Ballinger  and  that  "  we 
had  gone  over  the  papers."  I  drew  the  only  conclusion  from  what 
he  stated  to  me  that  it  was  Mr.  Ballinger  with  whom  he  went  over 
the  papers. 

Mr.  James.  Did  he  mention  any  other  name  in  connection  with 
the  papers? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  it  that  conversation  with  ex-Governor  Moore 
that  you  had  reference  to  when  you  sent  the  telegram  of  March  30? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  to  turn  to  page  63,  of  Senate 
document  248,  and  look  at  the  letter  which  begins  on  that  page  and 
runs  over  to  the  next,  dated  Seattle,  Wash.,  January  15,  1968,  from 
Clarence  Cunningham  to  the  register  and  receiver,  United  States 
land  office,  at  Juneau,  Alaska,  and  I  will  ask  you  whether  that  letter 
had  come  to  your  attention  at  the  time  when  you  sent  the  telegram  of 
March  30,  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  The  first  time  I  found  out  about  this  letter 
was  about  September  1,  1909. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  introduce  that  letter  in  evidence.  It  is  on  page  63, 
and  it  reads  as  follows: 

Seattle,  January  15,  1908. 

Register  and  Receives,  United  States  Land  Office, 

Juneau,  Alaska. 

Gentlemen:  I  nm  sending  to-day  by  the  mail  clerk  of  the  steamer  Seattle 
duplicate  trace  of  map  for  the  Behrtng  River  Railroad  Company,  for  filing.  My 
understanding  is  that  one  copy  is  to  be  filed  in  Washington,  but  Mr.  Hubbell 
advises  me  that  you  will  take  care  of  the  matter  after  It  reaches  you.  Conse- 
quently I  will  leave  the  whole  thing  in  jour  hands.  I  wish  to  advise  you,  how- 
ever, that  It  Is  quite  Important  that  we  get  these  maps  filed  at  the  earliest  possi- 
ble date  on  account  of  the  terminal  facilities  which  we  claim  under  this  survey. 
I  will  be  greatly  pleased  if  there  are  any  omissions  or  further  requirements, 
if  3ou  will  advise  me  what  they  are  at  once.  As  you  know,  this  is  a  matter 
with  which  1  nm  not  familiar. 

In  my  previous  letter  I  referred  to  the  nonarrival  of  plats  which  Mr.  Dudley 
said  would  be  sent  me  to  be  copied.  I  have  looked  in  vain  for  these  plats,  and 
owing  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hubbeil  can  not  find  the  field  notes  among  his  papers 
here  I  am  unable  to  have  new  ones  made  before  these  arrive. 

I  am  glad  to  know  that  you  sent  your  oflice  copies  on  to  Washington,  for  I 
am  advised  by  Governor  Moore  that  he  is  assured  by  the  department  chief  that 
patents  will  be  issued  forthwith  on  arrival  of  plats  unless  some  reason  for 
withholding  same  is  advanced  by  Special  Field  Agent  Glavis,  which  is  not 
expected.  One  would  think,  though,  that  If  they  were  only  waiting  for  the 
arrival  of  the  plats  they  would  Issue  the  patents  for  those  they  already  have; 
but  up  to  the  present  I  have  no  information  that  this  has  been  done. 
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The  commissioner  has  furnished  us  with  copies  of  all  the  correspondence  and 
telegrams  relating  to  our  entries  between  the  various  special  agents  and  also 
with  your  office.  Up  to  date  everything  seems  to  be  approved  by  each  special 
and  department  chief.  So  now  our  only  delay  will  be  occasioned  through  fail- 
ure to  receive  pints,  according  to  Judge  Rallingcr's  advice. 

I  am  particularly  anxious  to  have  these  matters  go  through  now  at  the  earli- 
est iK>8slbIe  moment,  for  it  looks  as  though  It  would  be  up  to  us  to  furnish 
our  own  transportation,  in  which  case  I  must  have  all  my  financial  and  pre- 
liminary arrangements  made  before  the  season  opens  and  take  advantage  of 
the  long  summer  days  if  we  expect  to  get  Into  the  market  by  next  fall.  Tou 
will  therefore  confer  n  very  great  favor  If  you  can  assist  me  in  any  way,  aud 
If  yon  wish  it  any  information  or  advice  furnished  me  will  be  treated  as  strictly 
confidential. 

Hoping  you  will  see  to  it  that  the  old  plats  are  not  delayed,  I  am,  with  very 
kind  regards, 

Yours,  very  truly,  Clabencb  Cunningham. 

P.  S. — Since  the  above  was  written  Mr.  Hubbell  has  Informed  me  that  the 
field  notes  would  not  "be  ready  In  time  to  go  ou  this  mail,  so  I  am  sending  the 
maps  for  filing  and  will  forward  notes  on  next  steamer. 

a 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
third  paragraph  you  read  there  is  the  phrase  "  He  is  assured  by  the 
department  chief/'  And  that  the  department  chief  at  that  time  was 
Secretary  Garfield! 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  department  chief — I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  Was  not  Secretary  Garfield  the  department  chief 
at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  be  was  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  I  would 
think  he  meant  a  division  chief,  but  I  do  not  know  what  he  meant. 

The  Chairman.  Was  not  Garfield  chief  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  the  head. of  it. 

Senator  Fletcher.  If  he  were  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  he 
would  not  have  called  him  "chief,"  would  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  not  think  so.  I  do  not  know  what  he  had 
in  mind. 

Mr.  James.  Wouldn't  they  ever  call  the  Secretary  "chief? " 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  never  heard  it  that  way. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  This  word  "commissioner"  that  appears  in  the  first 
paragraph — "the  commissioner  has  furnished  us  with  copies" 

The  Chairman.  That  is  clear  enough.  Mr.  Ballinger  was  com- 
missioner at  that  time,  but  Mr.  Garfield  was  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior and  chief  of  the  department. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Were  you  aware  at  that  time,  Mr.  Glavis — I  mean 
at  the  time  of  your  telegram  of  March  30,  1908,  after  you  had  left, 
about  the  20th  of  December— that  within  a  few  days  after  Mr.  Bal- 
linger had  given  a  hearing  on  these  claims  to  ex-Governor  Moore  and 
other  Cunningham  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  never  heard  about  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  When  did  you  first  hear  that  any  such  hearing 
had  been  given  by  Commissioner  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  time  that  I  heard  that  was  when  I  saw  it  in 
the  record  here. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  in  this  Senate  document  248? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Within  the  last  fortnight? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  That  appears  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  statement  on  page 
460.  I  refer  now,  Mr.  Glavis,  to  a  letter  from  Commissioner  Den- 
nett, to  you,  of  March  14, 1908,  which  appears  in  the  record  on  page 
148,  which  refers  to  your  statements  in  regard — in  your  letter  of 
January  22,  1908— your  statements  in  regard  to  special  agent  H.  K. 
Love,  and  asking  you  for  a  report  on  Mr.  Love  for  submission  to 
the  President,  or  Attorney-General  Wickersham — I  refer  to  that 
letter  particularly. 

The  Chairman.  What  page? 

Mr.  Bran  deis.  It  is  on  page  148. 

The  Chairman.  Exhibit  7? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  exhibit  7.  The  letter  of  March  14.  And 
I  would  call  the  committee's  attention  to  the  reference  to  it  in  the 
Attorney-General's  report.  Before  that,  I  will  ask  this  question, 
Mr.  Glavis:  Did  you  furnish  the  information  that  was  asked  for 
by  Commissioner  Dennett? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  did.  Mr.  Jones  made  an  affidavit  setting  out 
this  conversation  that  he  had  with  Mr.  Love,  referred  to  in  Mr.  Den- 
nett's letter  to  me,  and  I  transmitted  it  to  Mr.  Dennett. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  in  this  book? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  does  not  appear  in  the  printed  record,  and  is 
among  the  documents  that  we  have  asked  for.  I  call  your  attention 
now  to  the  letter 

Mr.  James.  Just  a  moment,  please.  I  want  to  ask  one  question 
about  this  Clarence  Cunningham.  I  notice  in  this  letter  this  lan- 
guage is  used :  u  Up  to  date  everything  seems  to  be  approved  by  each 
special  and  department  chief."    What  does  that  refer  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  means  each  chief  of  division  in  the  General  Land 
Office. 

Mr.  James.  It  referred  to  the  General  Land  Office  there  and  to 
each  special  and  department  chief  that  had  charge  of  the  patenting  of 
this  land  in  the  land  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCall.  That  seems  to  be  clear  enough  there.  On  page  64,  at 
the  end  of  the  next  paragraph  after  that  read  by  Mr.  Brandeis,  it 
seems  that  Jfldge  Ballinger  was  referred  to,  because  that  concludes: 
"  So  now  our  only  delay  will  be  occasioned  through  failure  to  receive 
plats  according  to  Judge  Ballinger's  advice."  The  preceding  para- 
graph says  that  Governor  Moore ''  is  assured  by  the  department  chief 
that  patents  will  be  issued  forthwith  on  arrival  of  the  plat." 

Mr.  James.  You  stated  that  ex-Governor  Moore  had  a  conversation 
with  you,  and  told  you — in  Seattle,  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  You  say  that  ex-Governor  Moore  had  a  conversation 
with  you,  and  told  you — in  Seattle,  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes. 

Mr.  James.  That  Judge  Ballinger  had  given  him  this  advice? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  he  had  taken  the  matter  up  with  Judge  Bal- 
linger, and 'he  had  seen  the  records,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for  my 
protest  that  the  entries  would  have  been  patented  by  now.  He  was 
discussing  that,  because  we  had  told  Cunningham  that  it  would  not  be 
24991— vol  1—10 9 
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our  fault  about  having  action  taken  on  the  cases,  because  we  intended 
to  hurry  the  investigation  as  much  as  possible  and  submit  our  report 
to  the  commissioner.    Of  course  we  did  not  tell  Cunningham 

Mr.  James.  He  never  made  any  statement  to  you  that  he  had  ever 
seen  Secretary  Garfield? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  he  never  said  anything  about  Garfield. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  state  that  he  told  vou  about  having  had  these 
talks  with  Commissioner  Ballinger.  Did  he  tell  you  anything  about 
having  had  anything  like  a  hearing  before  Commissioner  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  he  never  used  the  word  "  hearing."  He  may  have 
meant  that,  the  hearing  referred  to  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  answer,  but  he 
did  not  tell  us  that  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  I  ask  you  to  look  at  the  letter  from  Miles  C. 
Moore  to  the  commissioner,  which  appears  on  page  467  of  Senate 
document  248,  a  letter  dated  March  17,  1908.  When  did  you  first 
know  about  that  letter  having  been  written? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  it  until  I  was  out  of 
the  service. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is,  you  mean  after  your  dismissal  in  Septem- 
ber, 1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  desire  to  introduce  that  letter  of  ex-Governor 
Moore's  in  evidence. 

Mr.  McCall.  That  is  dated  March  17? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  March  17,  1908. 

Mr.  McCall.  At  what  time  was  it,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  Mr.  Ballinger 
retired  from  the  commissionership  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  retired  March  4,  1908. 

Mr.  McCall.  Then  this  letter  was  not  written  while  he  was  com- 
missioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  My  conversation  with  Mr.  Moore  also  took 
place  after  Judge  Ballinger  had  resigned.  That  was  on  March  6,  at 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  called  your  attention  to  this  letter  and  was  about 
to  read  it. 

Mr.  James.  You  say  that  conversation  occurred  on  March  6. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  one  I  had  with  Mr.  Moore,  ill  Seattle. 

Mr.  James.  But  he  had  seen  Mr.  Ballinger  before  March  4,  had  he 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  had  to,  or  he  could  not  have  made  the  trip  from 
Washington,  D.  C,  in  less  than  five  days. 

Mr.  James.  That  is  the  point. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  by  referring  to  this  letter  of 
March  17  you  will  see,  in  the  second  paragraph,  that  letter  refers  to 
the  time  when  he  was  in  Washington 

[M.  C.  Moore,  loans  and  investments.] 

Walla  Walla,  Wash.,  Mch.  17,  1908. 
Hon.  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sib:  The  writer  Is  entryman  in  coal-land  entry  No.  26,  Kayak  district,  Alaska. 
Proof  was  made  and  final  receipt  issued  April  23,  1907. 

During  a  visit  to  Washington  in  January  of  the  present  year  he  was  told 
that  the  issuance  of  patent  on  this  and  other  claims  in  which  Clarence  Cun- 
ningham acted  as  agent  was  delayed  pending  the  receipt  from  the  Juneau  office 
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of  certain  plats.  These  were  telegraphed  for  and  reported  sent.  Further  ex- 
amination of  entry  papers  in  the  office  of  the  mineral  bureau  disclosed  the  fact 
that  the  register  at  Juneau  had  neglected  to  affix  his  signature  to  some  of  the 
receipts.  This  occasioned  further  delay,  but  ample  time  has  elapsed  for  this 
omission  to.be  supplied. 

Assurance  was  given  that  the  entries  were  "  clear-listed  "  by  the  various  spe- 
cial agents  and  that  the  attorneys  for  the  department  were  preparing  a  form  of 
coal  land  imtent  for  Alaska. 

At  Seattle  a  short  time  ago  the  writer  met  Messrs.  Glavis  and  Jones,  who 
were  again  investigating  these  entries.  Their  report  can  not  be  otherwise  than 
favorable,  but  even  if  favorable  it  does  not  follow  that  still  other  agents  will  be 
detailed  to  make  still  other  reporta 

The  entries  have  been  gone  over  repeatedly  and  favorably  reported  upon,  but 
still  our  patents  are  delayed  and  the  development  of  the  mines  and  the  building 
of  the  line  of  transportation  necessary  to  bring  the  coal  to  tide  water  are  being 
retarded. 

The  coal,  which  is  of  superior  quality,  is  needed  all  along  the  coast,  as  the 
coal  here  is  now  high  in  price  and  of  inferior  quality.  If  this  coal,  some  of 
which  is  identical  with  the  Pocahontas  coal  used  by  the  battle  ships,  was  now 
available,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  send  supplies  around  the  Horn  in  foreign 
transports. 

These  are  interests  too  important  to  be  subordinated  to  tedious  technicalities 
and  the  delays  occasioned  by  clerical  errors,  for  which  our  people  are  in  nowise 
resiionsible.  In  conclusion,  it  is  urged  that  if  there  is  any  failure  to  comply 
strictly  with  Alaska  coal  laud  laws  or  the  federal  statutes,  or  if  fraud  is  charged 
the  nature  of  the  irregularities  or  the  charge  should  be  made  known. 
Very  truly, 

(Signed)  Miles  C.  Moobe. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Is  not  the  word  "  not "  omitted  in  that  letter  there — 
it  does  not  follow  "  that." 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  undoubtedly  should  be  there. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  necessarily  follows  that  it  should  be  there. 

Mr.  James.  No.  I  do  not  think  it  necessarily  follows  that  the 
word  "  not "  should  be  there. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  It  does  not  make  sense  then. 

Mr.  Denby.  He  means  to  say  that  even  had  the  reports  not  been 
favorable,  still  they  might  detail  other  agents. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Jfow,  coming  to  the  period  after  Mr.  Ballinger 
went  out  of  office  as  land  commissioner — that  is,  after  March  4, 1908, 
and  before  he  became  Secretary  of  the  Interior — I  ask  you,  Mr. 
Glavis,  whether  you,  during  that  period,  had  any  interviews  with 
Mr.  Ballinger  with  relation  to  the  Alaskan  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  had  a  number  of  them.  The  first  time  was 
after  Mr.  Ballinger  had  resigned  his  commission,  either  the  latter 
part  of  March,  1908,  or  the  first  part  of  April,  1908;  I  do  not  remem- 
ber which  it  was  now. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  what  took  place  at 
the  first  of  these  interviews  with  Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavt8.  I  had  three  or  four  agents  in  Seattle  at  the  time 
making  investigations  in  Alaska  coal  cases,  and  we  were  getting  very 
good  evidence,  and  I  wanted  to  call  around  and  pay  my  respects; 
also,  tell  him  how  we  were  getting  along.  I  called  on  him  and  told 
him  what  was  doing,  and  also  called  his  attention  to  some  of  the  more 
or  less  sensational  evidence  we  were  securing  about  public  men,  and 
told  him  that  the  evidence  against  them  was  very  strong,  and  he  said 
to  me :  "  There  has  been  a  good  deal  of  that  kind  of  muck  raking." 
He  said :  "  You  want  to  be  careful  and  not  bring  any  charges  that 
you  can  not  meet."    And  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  intend  to.    And 
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we  were  discussing  the  matter;  I  was  telling  him  about  some  of  the 
people  that  he  knew  who  had  made  affidavits,  and  commenting  on  it 
lust  likte  any  person  would  with  any  government  official  that  He  had 
been  connected  with. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  But  he  was  not  a  government  official  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  looked  upon  him  as  such,  anyway.  I  knew  he  was 
not,  but  he  had  only  been  out  a  short  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  were  merely  talking  over  the  general  subject 
when  you  were  there  at  that  first  interview. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Another  reason  why  I  wanted  to  see  him  was  that  I 
knew  that  people  would  naturally  be  bothering  him  about  the  investi- 
gation, running  to  him,  wanting  to  find  out  what  he  thought  about 
it,  and  I  wanted  to  give  him  our  side  of  it  at  or  about  the  same  time 
that  they  gave  him  theirs,  so  that  he  would  understand  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  introduce  in  evidence  at  this  point  a  letter 
from  Fred  Dennett,  commissioner,  to  Hon.  R.  A.  Balhnger,  Seattle, 
dated  April  1,  1908. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that  on? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  644  of  the  record.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is 
necessary  to  read  the  letter.  It  merely  shows  that  it  is  in  answer  to 
inquiries  made  by  Mr.  Ballinger  in  regard  to  the  practices  and  pur- 
poses of  the  office  and  a  circular  of  March  3, 1908,  which  was  issued  just 
before  he  went  out  of  office.  When  was  the  next  interview  or  con- 
ference you  had  with  Mr.  Ballinger  after  the  one  you  have  stated? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  saw  him  again — oh,  probably  two  or  three  weeks, 
or  maybe  it  was  only  a  week  after;  and  then  I  saw  him  two  or  three 
times  there — well,  within  a  week  or  two  weeks  of  one  another.  I  do 
not  know  just  what  time  it  was. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  it  in  the  spring  or  the  summer? 
.    Mr.  Glavis.  No;  it  was  in  the  spring.     I  saw  him  two  or  three 
times  that  spring. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  spring  of  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  will  you  tell  us  what  occurred  at  that  second 
or  third  interview,  or  fourth  interview,  whichever  it  was,  if  you  are 
not  able  to  recall  what  occurred  any  time,  as  distinguished  from 
another  interview? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  was  at  the  second  or  third  interview  during 
that  spring  I  saw  him.  He  was  telling  me  that  he  was  going  to  do 
some  work  for  the  Green  group. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  was  the  Green  group — one  of  the  groups  of 
Alaska  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  who  were  the  men  in  the  Green  group,  or  any 
of  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  there  were  about  73  or  80  of  them* 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Ballinger  was  on  the 
1st  of  March,  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  1st  of  March,  1908? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  he  was  here  in  Washington;  I  am  not  sure. 
The  testimony  shows  he  was  here  March  2. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think,  then,  it  must  have  been  a  typographical 
error. 
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Senator  Fletcher.  This  letter  says:  "  Referring  to  your  telegram 
of  March  1, 1908,"  and  is  written  to  him  at  Seattle,  as  if  the  telegram 
had  been  sent  from  Seattle  March  1, 1908. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  is  an  error. 

Mr.  James.  That  shows  that  it  is  an  error,  because  it  says :  "  I 
inclose  copy  of  instructions  of  March  3,  1908."  He  could  not  have 
been  sending  instructions  two  days  before  they  were  given;  he  evi- 
dently means  April. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  think  it  is  proper  for  the  witness  to  state  if  he 
knows  where  Mr.  Ballinger  was  on  March  1,  or  what  time  he  reached 
Seattle. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  state  that  it  appears  from  the  record,  from 
another  portion  of  the  record,  that  on  March  3  Mr.  Ballinger  ap- 
peared before  the  Land  Committee  in  Congress  here  in  support  of  a 
bill  in  relation  to  the  Alaska  claims,  so  that  he  must  have  been  in 
Washington  on  March  3. 

Senator  Fletcher.  The  witness  does  not  know  of  his  own  knowl- 
edge where  he  was  in  March,  except  the  latter  part  of  March. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Either  the  latter  part  of  March  or  the  first  part  of 
April.  When  the  reports  arrive  tnat  we  have  asked  lor,  I  can  tell,  I 
think,  the  date,  because  our  daily  report  would  show  the  date  that  I 
had  a  talk  with  him,  perhaps;  if  not,  it  will  refresh  my  memory, 
sbowing'me  when  I  was  in  Seattle,  and  then  I  can  tell  you. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  make  any  note  on  your  daily  reports 
about  this  conversation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  required  to  make  daily  reports,  were 
you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  of  what  we  did. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  would  not  report  this  conversation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  are  not  supposed  to  insert  that  in  our  daily  reports. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How.  full  would  be  your  daily  reports  as  chief  of 
division  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  when  I  am  at  headquarters  it  merely  said,  "  of- 
fice work,"  as  a  rule,  or  if  we  were  working  on  any  particular  case, 
that  is,  that  took  all  the  time  that  day,  we  would  probahly  state  it.  If 
we  were  in  the  JJnited  States  court,  for  instance,  or  attending  a  trial, 
or  when  we  were  in  the  field,  we  would  show  it ;  we  would  show  the 
day  we  arrived  at  a  place,  or  the  hour  we  left,  and  show  the  train  and 
the  railroad  fare,  and  our  expenses  during  that  day. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Is  the  dailv  report  of  the  special  agents  more  full 
than  the  reports  of  the  chiefs  of  division  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  is  usually  the  case:  they  were  usually 
more  full  in  my  case.  I  think  the  other  chiefs  or  division  follow  the 
same  course. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Well,  now,  coming  down  to  this  second  or  third  con- 
ference with  Mr.  Ballinger,  you  were  about  explaining  he  said  that 
he  was  going  to  act 

Mr.  Glavis.  For  the  Green  group;  that  he  was  going  to  prepare 
their  articles  of  incorporation.  He  said  he  did  not  see  any  reason 
why  he  could  not  appear  for  them. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you,  there,  was  he  going  to  act  for  them 
here  in  the  Land  Office,  or  was  he  simply  going  to  present  them  and 
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get  articles  of  incorporation  out  and  guard  them  in  their  business  out 
there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Any  action  that  he  would  take  in  these  cases  would 
come  under  that  act  of  May  28, 1908 — he  would  have  to  appear  before 
the  Land  Office.  The  articles  of  incorporation  would  appear  before 
the  Land  Office.  The  steps  to  be  taken  necessary  to  bring  about  the 
consolidation  of  entries  so  as  to  permit  them  to  come  under  this  act 
would,  as  a  rule,  require  at  least  action  before  the  Land  Office  or 
before  the  local  land  office. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  anything  more  than  advising  them 
what  steps  to  take  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  act  of  1908  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Now,  as  to  just  what  he  did  and  what  he  advised  them 
I  do  not  know.    I  do  not  know  what  he  advised  them  to  do. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  would  it  be  necessary  to  do;  what  are  the 
things  with  reference  to  the  title,  so  far  as  you  know,  that  it  would 
be  necessary  for  him  to  do? 

Mr.  Glacis.  It  would  come  under  this  act  to  consolidate  the  claims 
of  2,500  acres — 2,560  acres.  The  claims  would  have  to  be  in  a  certain 
shape.  % 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  do  you  mean  by  have  to  be  "in  a  certain 
shape  ? " 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  had  to  be  a  certain  width  and  had  to  be  a  cer- 
tain length. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Would  not  the  question  have  to  come  up  as  to 
whether  the  claims  were  in  themselves  valid  claims  for  which  patents 
could  have  been  issued? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  had  to  make  affidavit  to  that,  I  think. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is,  they  had  to  make  affidavit  to  the  effect 
that  these  claims  were  legal,  bona  fide  claims  under  the  law  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  know  just  the  form  of  affidavit 
that  they  had  to  make,  but  there  are  some  of  them  that  will  show  the 
requirements;  but  they  had  to  have  a  certain  interest  in  the  claims, 
and  they  could  not  be  interested  in  other  groups  of  claims. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  else  do  you  recall,  if  anything,  that  occurred 
at  that  second  interview? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  may  have  been  the  third  interview,  I  am  not 
sure. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Or  the  third  interview,  whichever  it  was? 

The  Chairman.  In  this  connection,!  think  it  is  appropriate,  for 
the  convenience  of  the  committee,  to  put  in  section  1  of  the  act  of 
1908,  page  706 ;  in  fact," the  whole  act.  Let  this  act  go  right  in  that 
point,  because  section  1  says  what  they  could  do  under  that  act  by 
the  way  of  grouping  claims  and  forming  corporations,  and,  as  I 
understand  Mr.  Glavis,  it  was  to  bring  them  under  the  operation  of 
this  act  that  Mr.  Ballinger  advised  them  and  drew  up  the  incorpora- 
tion papers  for  them. 

(The  act  is  as  follows:) 

[Public,  No.  151— S.  6805.] 

AN  ACT  To  encourage  the  development  of  coal  deposits  in  the  Territory  of 

Alaska. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  Amciica  in  Congress  assembled.  That  all  persons,  their  heirs  or  assigns, 
who  have  in  good  faith  personally  or  by  an  attorney  In  fact  made  locations  of  coal 
land  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska  in  their  own  interest,  prior  to  November  twelfth. 
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nineteen  hundred  and  six,  or  in  accordance  with  circular  of  instructions  issued 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  May  sixteenth,  nineteen  hundred  and  seven. 
may  consolidate  their  said  claims  or  locations  by  including  in  a  single  claim, 
location,  or  purchase  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty  acres 
of  contiguous  lands,  not  exceeding  in  length  twice  the  width  of  the  tract  thus 
consolidated,  and  for  this  purpose  such  persons,  their  heirs  or  assigns,  may 
form  associations  or  corporations  who  may  perfect  entry  of  and  acquire  title  to 
such  lands  in  accordance  with  the  other  provisions  of  law  under  which  said 
locations  were  originally  made:  Provided,  That  no  corporation  shall  be  per- 
mitteed  to  consolidate  its  claims  under  this  act  unless  seventy-five  per  centum 
of  its  stock  shall  be  held  by  persons  qualified  to  enter  coal  lands  in  Alaska. 

Skc.  2.  That  the  United  States  shall,  at  all  times,  have  the  preference  right  to 
purchase  so  much  of  the  product  of  any  mine  or  mines  opened  upon  the  lands 
sold  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  use  of  the 
Army  and  Navy,  and  at  such  reasonable  and  remunerative  price  as  may  be  fixed 
by  the  President ;  but  the  producers  of  any  coal  so  purchased  who  may  be  dis- 
satisfied with  the  price  thus  fixed  shall  have  the  right  to  prosecute  suits  against 
the  United  States  in  the  Court  of  Claims  for  the  recovery  of  any  additional 
sum  or  sums  they  may  claim  as  justly  due  upon  such  purchase. 

Skc.  3.  That  if  any  of  the  lands  or  deposits  purchased  under  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  owned,  leased,  trusteed,  possessed,  or  controlled  by  any 
device  permanently,  temporarily,  directly,  Indirectly,  tacitly,  or  in  any  manner 
whatsoever  so  that  they  form  part  of,  or  in  any  way  effect  any  combination, 
or  are  in  anywise  controlled  by  any  combination  in  the  form  of  an  unlawful 
trust,  or  form  the  subject  of  any  contract  or  conspiracy  In  restraint  of  trade 
in  the  mining  or  selling  of  coal,  or  of  any  holding  of  such  lands  by  any  indi- 
vidual, partnership,  association,  corporation,  mortgage,  stock  ownership,  or  con- 
trol, in  excess  of  two  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty  acres  in  the  district  of 
Alaska,  the  title  thereto  shall  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States  by  proceedings 
instituted  by  the  Attorney-General  of  the  United  States  in  the  courts  for  that 
purpose. 

Sec.  4.  That  every  patent  issued  under  this  act  shall  expressly  recite  the 
terms  and  conditions  prescribed  in  sections  two  and  three  hereof. 

Approved,  May  28,  1908. 

Mr.  James.  I  think  the  witness  disclaimed  knowledge  of  what  Mr. 
Ballinger  did,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  He  said  that  he  drew  the  articles  of  incorporation 
for  them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  said  I  knew  he  was  doing  that,  but  I  did  not  know 
what  else  he  was  doing  or  what  other  advice  he  was  giving  them. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  drawing  the  articles  of  incorporation  for 
them,  and  this  law  of  1908  clearly  contemplates  that  such  a  thing 
might  be  done. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  only  allowed  entries  to  those  who  had  in  good  faith 
made  locations  of  coal  lands. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Were  you  attacking  or  were  you  investigating  the 
Green  group  with  a  view  to  setting  aside  their  patents  upon  the 
ground  that  they  had  not  in  good  faith  made  their  locations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  did  you  secure  affidavits  bearing  upon  those, 
among  other  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.    We  got  affidavits  about  that  group,  too. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  that  group  in  question  in  the  same  way  other 
groups  were  in  question — the  Hunt  group  or  the  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  just  the  same  as  the  others. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Had  you  or  Mr.  Jones  at  that  time  taken  any  affi- 
davits in  regard  to  the  Green  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  Mr.  Jones  had  taken  quite  a  number;  I  do  not 
remember  whether  I  had  taken  any  affidavits  at  that  time  or  not. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  refer  you  now  to  the  letter  of  August  10,  on  page 
26  of  the  record,  and  you  will  find  that  the  very  first  name  in  tb^ 
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nps  is  that  of  the  M.  A.  Green  group—"  See  Exhibits  Nos.  1  to 
iclusive."  You  will  observe  that  of  about  25  affidavits  taken 
from  different  persons  7  were  of  this  Green  group.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis, 
is  there  anything  else  at  that  interview  that  you  recall  f 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  at  that  time  or  at 
another  interview  that  we  discussed  the  other  cases.  No;  it  was 
later  than  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Before  leaving  the  Green  group  let  me  ask  you 
whether  Mr.  Ballinger  continued  after  that  time  to  represent  the 
Green  group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  so  he  represented  to  me. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  who  represents  the  Green  group  now? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  who  represents  the  Green  group  now. 
During  the  summer  of  1909  Jack  Ballinger,  Secretary  Ballmger's 
nephew 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  is  a  cousin,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Or  cousin. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  represented  the  Green  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  He  came  to  my  office  and  represented  that 
he  did. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  the  Green  group  at  any  time  elect  to  claim 
under  the  act  of  1908,  or  did  they  stand  upon  their  original  claim? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  they  formed  several  companies,  and  they  came 
under  this  hew  act,  the  act  of  May  28. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  When  was  the  next  interview  that  you  had  with 
Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  in  June  some  time,  1908. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Do  you  recall  anything  that  occurred  at  that  inter- 
view; I  mean  where  the  Alaska  coal  lands  were  discussed? 
.  Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  was  at  that  time,  but  it  was 
about  that  time.    We  discussed  the  suspension  of  our  work,  also  the 
rules  and  regulations  at  that  time  under  this  new  act  of  May  28. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  were  they  discussed  with  reference  to  these 
Alaska  claims  which  had  been  the  subject  of  investigation  during 
the  previous  year? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  When  did  Mr.  Ballinger  resign  from  the  General 
Land  Office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  March  4,  1908. 

Mr.  Denby.  There  must  be  an  error  in  this  book.  On  page  465 
there  appears  a  letter  signed  by  Mr.  Dennett,  under  date  of  February 
5, 1908,  as  commissioner.     . 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  ought  to  be  acting  commissioner. 

Mr.  Denby.  You  are  sure  of  the  date  when  Mr.  Ballinger  resigned 
his  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Ballinger  was  out  of  office  from  March  4,  1908, 
to  March  4, 1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  these  interviews  were  all  during  the  time  he 
was  out  of  office  that  you  are  speaking  about  now  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Where  were  you  during  the  month  of  July  or  Au- 
gust, 1908;  were  you  in  Seattle? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  up  there  in  July,  about  the  15th  of  July,  be- 
cause I  went  to  Alaska  about  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  when  did  you  return? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  latter  part  of  August 

Mr.  Brandeis.  After  you  returned  did  you  see  Mr.  Ballinger  again 
at  any  time  when  you  discussed  with  him  the  Alaska  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  I  saw  him;  it  was  not  very  long  after  I  got 
back — I  do  not  remember  just  how  long  it  was — and  we  discussed  the 
Cunningham  cases  and  the  Cunningham  affidavit. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Are  you  able  to  fix  the  date  of  these  interviews  by 
any  letters  that  passed  between  you  and  Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  1  am  able  to  fix  some  of  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  was  the  time  in  the  fall  of  1908  that  you 
fixed  as  the  date  that  any  interview  took  place  in  regard  to  these  coal 
claims? 

Mr.  Glavis  (after  referring  to  a  paper).  It  was  the  time  that  he 
was  telling  me  about  the  Cunningham  affidavit;  the  first  time  he  told 
me  about  it;  it  must  have  been  along  in  September. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  what  do  you  recall  as  to  the  Cunningham 
affidavit  that  Mr.  Ballinger  told  you  about? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  the  affidavit  that  he  had  made  about  me,  about 
my  having  taken  the  journal.  He  claims  to  have  charged  me  with 
having  stolen  the  journal.  Mr.  Ballinger  told  me  that  he  thought 
Cunningham  was  making  that  statement  in  order  to  square  himself 
with  other  coal  claimants  for  doing  so  silly  a  thing  as  giving  it  to  me. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  else  was  said  at  the  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  all  that  I  remember. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  he  tell  you  anything  at  that  time  about  an  affi- 
davit which  Mr.  Cunningham  had  made  under  his  advice,  which 
was  dated  September  4,  1908,  which  Mr.  Ballinger  afterwards  pre- 
sented to  Secretary  Garfield? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  did  not  tell  me  about  that  then. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  at  any  time  hear  about  that  affidavit  from 
Mr.  Ballinger  himself? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  he  told  me  about  making  an  affidavit  at  that 
time — it  was  either  in  October  or  November  that  he  was  down  in 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  T  will  introduce  now,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  affidavit 
which  appears  to  have  been  made  under  Mr.  Ballinger's  advice — the 
affidavit  of  September  4. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  it?  I  did  not  understand  the  wit- 
ness to  say  that  it  had  been  made  under  Secretary  Ballinger's  advice. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Secretary  Ballinger  has  said  it  himself.  It  is  the 
affidavit  which  appears  on  page  497.  It  begins  at  the  bottom  of  page 
497  and  runs  through  to  page  500. 

(The  affidavit  is  as  follows:) 

State  of  Washington,  County  of  King,  ss: 

Clarence  Cunningham,  being  on  oath  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  is 
the  same  person  that  heretofore  made  affidavit  in  connection  with  said  coal  land 
entries;  that  in  order  to  correct  certain  misapprehensions  that  have  grown  up 
In  connection  with  the  entry  and  development  of  said  claims,  and  In  order  to 
furnish  the  department  with  full  information  In  respect  thereto,  he  makes  the 
following  statement  of  fact: 

It  appears  that  Special  Agent  L.  R.  Glavis  has  heretofore  advised  the  depart- 
ment of  the  contents  of  the  private  journal  of  affiant,  bearing  date  February 
1st,  1903,  which  journal  contains  the  following  statement: 
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"  Have  options  on  certain  coal  property  in  Alaska,  same  having  been  ex- 
amlned  by  me  in  Oct.,  Nov.,  1902,  with  the  result  that  I  have  agreed  to  take  up 
the  options,  and  I  am  entering  into  verbal  agreements  with  subscribers  whose 
names  will  appear  on  the  following  pages,  whereby  each  subscriber  shall  have 
one  claim  of  160  acres  recorded  in  his  name  and  will  own  same  individually 
until  such  time  as  title  can  be  secured. 

•'  2nd.  After  title  is  secured  eacb  subscriber  agrees  to  deed  his  interest  to  a 
company  to  be  formed  for  the  purpose  of  developing,  mining,  and  marketing 
coal,  receiving  in  payment  for  his  claim  stock  in  the  said  company,  and  in  con- 
sideration for  services  rendered  In  securing  this  property  and  sums  Invested 
Clarence  Cunningham  shall  receive  I  of  the  said  stock  in  said  compauy." 

It  will  be  observed  that  this  journal  was  made  long  prior  to  the  existence  of 
a  law  under  which  coal  lands  could  be  surveyed  and  entered  in  the  district  of 
Alaska.  The  options  referred  to  in  the  above  quotation  were  taken  -by  affiant 
from  the  several  prospectors,  who  had  staked  and  claimed  the  ground  by  right 
of  mineral  discovery.  Affiant  was  attracted  to  this  field  by  reports  of  oil  and 
coal  discoveries  during  the  summer  of  1902,  and  late  in  the  fall  of  the  same 
year  made  a  personal  investigation  of  the  land,  with  great  difficulty,  owing  to 
the  existence  of  snow,  fallen  timber,  thick  undergrowth,  and  the  necessity  of 
packing  provisions  on  his  back  a  distance  of  twenty-five  miles  or  thereabouts. 
In  December  of  1902  affiant  arranged  with  the  prospectors  to  sell  their  dis- 
covery rights,  provided  samples  taken  justified  such  purchase.  Affiant  returned 
to  Idaho  and  had  analyses  made  of  the  samples,  which  appeared  to  justify  the 
purchase.  After  this  preliminary  Investigation  affiant  discovered  there  were 
no  coal  laws  applicable  to  Alaska,  owing  to  the  fact  that  no  surveys  were  au- 
thorized In  the  Territory,  and  was  advised  by  counsel  with  whom  he  consulted 
that  coal  lands  might  be  located  under  the  mineral-land  laws.  Affiant  con- 
sulted with  a  number  of  lawyers  posted  in  mineral  laws,  and  their  advice  was 
uniform  upon  this  subject,  as  above  mentioned.  Acting  under  this  belief  and 
advice,  affiant  secured  a  number  of  friends  to  join  him  in  the  purchase  of  such 
claim  of  rights  as  was  asserted  by  said  prospectors.  It  was  under  these  circum- 
stances that  affiant,  with  his  associates,  numbering  eleven  persons,  each  sub- 
scribing the  sum  of  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  toward  the  expense  of  survey 
of  claims,  purchased  all  discovery  rights,  etc.;  that  the  memorandum  above 
mentioned  was  made  fully  believing  at  the  time  that  the  same  was  In  perfect 
accord  with  existing  law,  and  not  with  any  Idea  of  forming  or  attempting  to 
form  a  combination  or  association  in  violation  of  any  statute  whatever,  this 
procedure  being  customary  in  mining  ventures  where  the  locations  are  made 
pursuant  to  the  mining  laws. 

Affiant  further  states  that,  as  will  be  hereafter  more  fully  shown,  the  contem- 
plated arrangement  set  forth  in  said  private  journal  was  entirely  abandoned, 
and  the  suggestion  of  the  subsequent  creation  of  a  corporation  by  the  subscrib- 
ers for  the  original  purchase  of  rights  was  never  undertaken  nor  further  con- 
templated. Affiant  further  states  that,  after  the  securing  of  said  original  sub- 
scribers, in  company  with  an  engineer,  P.  C.  Stoess,  he  returned  to  Alaska  In 
February,  1903,  and  they  ran  lines  and  staked  twenty-two  claims  of  160  acres 
each.  These  claims  were  recorded  for  each  of  the  eleven  subscribers  above 
referred  to  and  for  eleven  other  persons  with  whom  affiant  was  associated  in 
Idaho.  Some  of  the  latter  persons,  not  choosing  to  take  claims  so  far  away, 
declined  to  come  forward  with  their  subscriptions,  and  Mr.  A.  B.  Campbell 
temporarily  advanced  the  pro  rata  expense  of  such  prospective  associates  as 
fell  out  from  the  arrangement  until  other  associates  could  be  found  to  take 
their  places.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  all  of  said  advancements  were  repaid  to 
said  Campbell  and  substitute  locators  obtained,  free  from  any  interest,  direct 
or  indirect,  In  favor  of  said  Campbell. 

In  May,  1903,  affiant  returned  with  men  and  provisions  to  carefully  explore 
the  coal  field  covered  by  said  claims,  spending  during  the  remainder  of  that 
year  over  twenty  thousand  dollars  ($20,000)  in  such  exploration,  principally  in 
the  development  of  prospects  on  the  various  claims,  having  made  over  three 
hundred  openings  during  that  season.  This  work  consisted  of  cuts  and  open- 
ings to  find  coal  on  each  claim  located;  also  building  trails,  warehouse,  and 
camp  for  winter  quarters.  After  establishing  camps  and  becoming  satisfied  of 
the  existence  of  coal  on  the  surveys  of  each  claim,  affiant  undertook  to  estab- 
lish the  feasibility  of  mining  said  coal  at  a  reasonable  cost  and  in  commercial 
quantities.  In  pursuance  of  these  designs,  a  tunnel  was  begun  on  a  seam  of 
coal  which  soon  "  pinched  out."    A  second  runnel  was  undertaken,  which  ran 
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into  a  fault,  causing  much  trouble  and  expense,  and  It  was  not  until  the  follow- 
ing spring  that  affiant  was  able  to  determine  that  the  coal  seams  were  not 
merely  superficial  deposits. 

In  May,  1904,  affiant  was  advised  of  the  passage  of  the  coal  land  act  of  April 
28th,  of  that  year,  having  been  during  all  this  time  in  Alaska  attempting  to  open 
up  and  develop  said  coal  seams  and  determine  the  character  thereof.  Immedi- 
ately thereafter  affiant  took  steps  to  have  all  of  said  claims  relocated  under  the* 
provisions  of  said  law,  entirely  abandoning  the  effort  to  secure  any  rights  under 
previous  locations  which  had  been  attempted  under  the  mineral  law.  This  is  a 
matter  which  can  be  established  beyond  question,  inasmuch  as  the  mineral  loca- 
tions had  been  filed  in  the  local  office  of  the  United  States  commissioner  at 
Kayak  during  the  spring  of  1003.  Furthermore,  previously  to  this  all  location 
lines  were  run  along  the  strike  or  course  of  the  coal  veins,  as  is  customary  in 
mineral  locations,  the  new  law  requiring  all  claims  to  be  located  according  to- 
true  cardinal  points.  Affiant's  engineer  was  immediately  Instructed  to  establish 
a  meridian,  erect  his  monument,  and  proceed  to  make  his  location  surveys  in 
accordance  with  said  act  of  April  28,  1904.  This  work  took  all  of  the  summer 
of  1904,  and  no  development  was  carried  on.  On  the  completion  of  said  surveys 
it  was  found  that  there  were  thirty-five  claims  embraced  therein.  Entry  was  at 
once  made  by  thirty-three  persons,  all  bona  fide  and  including  the  former  asso- 
ciates who  had  made  locations  under  the  theory  that  said  fands  could  be  entered 
as  mineral  claims.  There  was  no  agreement  or  understanding  at  the  time  or 
said  entry,  nor  has  there  been  any  agreement  or  understanding  since  said 
entry,  by  which  any  entry  man  was  to  have  any  interest,  right,  or  title  of  any 
nature  whatsoever  in  any  other  entry  in  said  field. 

When  the  surveys  were  first  made  in  1904,  affiant  undertook  to  locate  in  64fr 
acre  tracts,  with  four  entrymen  for  each  location,  as  is  provided  in  the  laws  ap- 
plicable to  the  States  and  Territories.  This  right  was  denied  by  the  department 
in  their  construction  of  the  statute  applicable  to  Alaska.  After  filing  declara- 
tions covering  said  thirty-three  claims  and  recording  powers  of  attorneys,  as 
required  by  the  statute,  affiant  undertook  the  completion  of  the  surveys  for 
patent  early  in  the  spring  of  1905,  which  surveys  were  completed  in  June  of  that 
year.  Thereupon  a  coal  expert,  Mr.  H.  L.  Hawkins,  was  selected  to  examine* 
said  coal  field  to  determine  its  commercial  value,  in  view  of  the  limited  knowl- 
edge of  affiant  in  coal  mining  and  in  view  of  the  large  expenditures  of  money 
entailed  In  the  survey,  opening  up,  and  entry  of  said  claims,  affiant  accompany- 
ing said  expert  and  remaining  until  November,  1905.  Upon  receipt  of  the  favor- 
able report  of  said  expert,  affiant  wrote  the  General  Land  Office  at  Washington 
for  instructions  as  to  the  method  of  opening  and  developing  said  claims  which 
would  be  approved  by  the  department,  sending  along  with  said  application  lor 
instructions  a  sketch  of  the  locations,  together  with  a  statement  that  affiant  was 
acting  as  agent  for  thirty-three  entrymen,  Including  affiant,  and  further  requesting 
the  right  to  develop  said  group  of  claims  through  one  tunnel,  provided  the  same 
did  not  jeopardize  their  rights  under  the  law.  The  department  replied  to  this 
request  by  letter  "N"  of  the  General  Land  Office,  dated  February  24,  1906, 
addressed  to  affiant  at  Wallace,  Idaho,  and  in  which  letter  the  Commissioner  of 
the  General  Land  Office  stated  as  follows : 

"  You  ask  whether  these  coal  claimants  can  form  a  voluntary  association  to- 
jointly  construct  a  tunnel  without  prejudicing  their  right  to  secure  title  from 
the  Government  before  said  title  is  actually  secured.  You  enclosed  a  peucil 
sketch  indicating  the  location  of  the  various  claims  and  also  situation  of  the 
proposed  tunnel.  You  state  the  ground  is  very  mountainous  and  abrupt,  making 
it  impracticable  to  open  each  claim  with  shaft  or  tunnel  because  of  inability  to> 
reach  them  with  ronds  or  trams. 

"  The  diagram  indicates  35  claims,  all  of  which,  with  one  exception,  embrace 
100  acres  which  lie  on  a  mountain  side  with  a  south  slope.  The  proposed  tunnel 
is  indicated  us  commencing  at  the  lower  side  of  this  group  of  claims  and  to  be 
driven  in  a  northerly  direction  through  the  central  portion  of  the  group,  cutting 
the  coal  measures  on  the  higher  claims  apparently  at  considerable  depth  and 
traversing  both  lower  and  upper  measures  indicated  by  outcrops  upon  the- 
surface. 

"  The  claims  indicated  upon  the  diagram  are  given  names  and  are  Identical 
with  coal  claims  surveys  of  which,  number  37  to  71,  inclusive,  were  approved  by 
the  United  States  surveyor-general  for  the  district  of  Alaska  on  December  15„ 
1905,  and  reported  by  him  to  this  office  December  19.  1905. 
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"  You  are  advised  that  it  is  contrary  to  tbe  practice  of  tola  office  to  undertake 
to  render  an  authoritative  or  binding  opinion  in  any  case  other  than  one  in  which 
the  record  has  been  regularly  transmitted  for  consideration  and  action.  How- 
•ever,  in  view  of  the  interests  Involved  it  is  not  deemed  improper  to  state  that, 
while  tbe  construction  of  a  tunnel  such  as  proposed  would  call  for  close  scrutiny 
of  each  entry  made  for  claims  in  this  group  as  to  tbe  good  faith  of  the  entryuian 
and  as  to  whether  he  was  securing  his  clnlm  strictly  for  his  own  use  and  not 
directly  or  indirectly  for  the  use  or  benefit  of  others  or  of  an  association  or  cor- 
poration, yet  It  Is  believed  that  the  construction  of  the  proposed  drainage  and 
working  tunnel  by  a  voluntary  association  to  be  composed  of  a  portion  or  all  of 
the  coal  claimants  interested  in  the  group,  by  means  of  their  own  personal  and 
private  funds,  would  not  militate  against  the  making  of  coal  entries  by  the  sev- 
eral claimants  and  would  not  Imperil  their  right  to  secure  patent  upon  said 
-entries.  The  issuance  of  patent  would,  without  doubt,  be  delayed  until  a  full 
investigation  of  the  matter  could  be  bad  and  the  Land  Department  be  fully 
■advised  as  to  all  the  facts  in  the  premises. 

"  Very  respectfully,  J.  H.  Fm rue, 

"AssUtant  Commisrioner." 
WPW20. 

On  page  5  of  the  journal  above  referred  to,  under  date  of  September,  1003, 
there  appears  a  memorandum  of  agreement  with  Mr.  W.  B.  Hoy  burn.  As  soon 
as  this  affiant  became  aware  that  coal  lauds  could  not  be  taken  in  Al°pkn  under 
the  mineral  laws,  Mr.  Hey  burn,  now  Senator  Heyburn,  advised  affiant  in  person 
that  he  could  not  act  under  said  tigreenient,  and  later  wrote  affiant  to  the  same 
•effect,  which  letter  is  in  words  and  figures  as  follows,  to-wit : 

"  Wallace,  Idaho,  October  80.  1905. 
4i  Clarence  Cunningham,  Esq., 

"  Seattle,  Washington. 

"  Deab  Sib  :  On  frequent  occasions  I  have  stated  to  you  tbat  I  did  not  desire  to 
be  interested  in  the  coal  lands  in  Alaska  which  you  are  proceeding  to  locate  and 
patent  As  I  have  already  informed  you,  I  do  not  desire  to  participate  in  or  be 
interested  in  any  manner,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  acquiring  public  lands.  I 
prefer  during  my  official  career  to  be  abpolutely  free  and  clear  from  any  possible 
Interest  in  the  subject-matter  of  legislation. 

44  Whatever  services  I  mny  perform  properly  within  my  duty  as  a  public 
official  for  yourself  or  any  other  constituent  I  shall  cheerfully  perform,  but  not 
for  any  consideration,  directly  or  indiectly. 

"  In  order  that  there  may  be  no  mistake  about  this,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  do 
not  desire  any  interest  to  be  carried  for  me  or  on  my  account  with  a  view  to  any 
present  or  future  profit  to  myself. 

"  If  I  can  be  of  service  to  you  within  the  proper  line  of  my  duty  I  shall  be 
glad  to  do  so. 

"  With  kind  regards  and  best  wishes  for  your  enterprise  and  success,  I  am, 
"Sincerely,  yours, 

"W.  B.  Hetbubw." 

In  addition  to  the  statements  set  forth  in  that  certain  affidavit  made  by  affiant, 
^ated  the  6th  day  of  March,  1908,  before  L.  R.  Glavls,  chief  field  division, 
G.  L..  O.,  affiant  further  states  he  knows  of  no  individual  entryman  In  said  group 
of  entries  that  has  any  contractual  obligation  of  any  nature  whatsoever  with 
the  Guggenheim  syndicate,  or  any  other  syndicate  or  corporation  whatsoever, 
or  any  of  their  agents,  whereby  his  claim  or  entry  or  any  part  thereof  Is  dis- 
posed of  or  to  be  disposed  of,  incumbered  or  otherwise  pledged  in  any  sense 
~wha  tsoe  ver 

Affiant  further  states,  in  explanation  of  the  following  language  of  said 
affidavit : 

"  We  have  an  understanding  that  when  the  patents  had  been  secured  we  would 
form  a  company  for  the  development  of  tbe  coal  fields,  but  none  of  the  claims 
were  taken  up  for  the  benefit  of  a  corporation,  but  merely  with  the  Idea  that 
when  titles  were  secured  we  would  combine  our  claims  and  work  the  coal  fields 
for  ourselves."  . 

that  no  combination  or  Joint  Interest  by  way  of  corporate  Interests  or  otherwise 
was  contemplated  which  would  result  either  directly  or  indirectly  In  parting 
with  title  or  any  Interest  In  any  of  said  entries,  but  that  the  language  above 
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quoted  referred  merely  to  the  matter  of  development  of  said  claims  and  the  mar- 
keting of  the  coal  mined  therefrom,  all  of  which  affiant  considered  justified  by  the 
advice  theretofore  given  by  the  department  as  above  set  forth  in  said  letter  of 
February  24,  1906.  Affiant  further  states  thnt  said  language  last  above  quoted 
had  no  reference  whatsoever  to  the  primary  agreement  referred  to  in  Raid 
private  journal  affecting  said  locations,  in  view  of  eutry  as  mineral  hinds. 
Affiant  further  refers  in  this  connection  to  the  affidavit  made  by  him  under  date 
of  April  28tht  1908.  before  I.eroy  V.  Newcomb,  notary  public,  etc.,  and  said 
explanations  aforesaid  are  an  extension  of  the  explanations  therein  set  forth. 

In  conclusion,  affiaut  further  states  that  each  aud  every  individual  entryiimn 
of  said  thirty-three  eutrymeu  has  advanced  his  own  moneys  in  the  payment  of 
assessments  for  the  expense  of  entry  and  development  of  his  claim,  aud  that 
none  of  said  entrymen  can  in  any  sense  be  considered  a  dummy  entryman,  and 
by  bis  affidavit  he  bas  fully  complied  with  the  laws  authorizing  the  securing  of 
patent  for  said  lands. 

And  further  affiant  saith  not. 

(Signed)  Clarence  Cunningham. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  4th  day  of  September,  1908. 
[seal.]  (Signed)  E.  E.  Walker, 

Notary  Public  in  and  for  the  State  of  Washington,  residing  at  Seattle. 

And  in  that  same  connection  I  will  introduce  the  letter  of  Mr.  U.  A. 
Brown,  which  is  on  pages  655  and  656  of  Senate  document  248.  Per- 
haps I  had  better  read  that  letter  (reading) : 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  September  17,  1908. 
Dear  Care:  I  have  just  received  the  following  memorandum  from  the  Sec- 
retary: 

"The  inclosed  affidavit  in  the  Cunningham  A  In  ska  coal  enses  is  to  be  filed  In 
Lend  Office  and  direct  Dennett  to  go  over  it  carefully  and  bring  to  my  attention 
on  my  return.    No  action  to  be  taken  till  I  come." 

I  also  inclose  a  letter  left  with  the  Secretary  by  Judge  Ballinger  regarding  a 
mineral  agricultural  contest  which  apparently  has  been  delayed.  The  Secretary 
wishes  this  matter  looked  up  and  the  proper  action  taken. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Hugh  A.  Brown. 

Mr.  D.  M.  Carr, 

Private  Secretary  to  Commissioner 

of  General  Land  Office. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  this  Hugh  A.  Brown  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  understand  that  he  is  the  secretary  to  Secretary 
Garfield.  This  particular  letter  was  addressed  to  Mr.  D.  A.  Carr, 
private  secretary  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

I  think  I  should  also  at  this  time  introduce  in  evidence  the  letter 
of  Mr.  Schwartz  to  the  commissioner  relatiing  to  this  Cunningham 
affidavit,  which  appears  on  page  501  of  Senate  document  248. 

(The  letter  is  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  Sept.  23,  1908. 
The  honorable  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Sir  :  I  have  considered  carefully  the  attached  affidavit  by  Clarence  Cunning- 
ham. No  law  warranted  the  location  of  coal  under  the  mining  laws;  from 
Cunningham's  memorandum  book  it  appears  that  of  the  original  adventurers 
the  Idaho  crowd  paid  $500  each  and  the  Spokane  crowd  $750  each.  The 
original  memorandum  as  to  Heyburu  is  for  "one  claim  of  160  acres  In  the 
coal." 

That  was  In  August,  1003,  and  it  was  not  until  October  20, 1005  (after,  as  Cun- 
ningham now  states,  the  second  series  of  locations  and  understandings  were 
bad),  that  Heyburu  writes  his  letter  quoted  in  the  Cunningham  affidavit;  there 
never  was  a  law  warranting  the  location  of  mining  claims,  either  in  individual 
claims  of  160  acres  or  in  blocks  of  640  acres  located  by  four  persons;  on  page 
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9  of  the  attached  certified  copy  of  Cunningham's  book  It  appears  that  Mace 
Campbell  (A-  B.)f  in  addition  to  paying  for  his  own  claim,  No.  90,  Is  carrying 
two  dummies  and  putting  up  $250  for  each.  The  same  state  of  facts  appears 
on  page  14.  On  page  15  purchasers  are  found  to  take  over  these  claims  in  the 
person  of  \V.  H.  Warner,  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  W.  E.  Miller,  of  Elyiia, 
Ohio.  The  least  that  can  be  said  of  this  transaction  is  that  up  to  this  time 
•Cunningham,  Campbell,  and  probably  others,  were  in  a  conspiracy  to  deprive 
the  Uuited  States  of  llie  possession,  and  citizens  of  the  right,  to  prospect  uixm 
these  320  acres,  for  which  like  offences  others  have  recently  been  convicted 
under  section  5440.  Ou  page  20  It  appears  that  Mace  Campbell  put  up  for  five 
of  the  claims,  including  himself  (this  may,  of  course,  have  been  a  loan).  On 
page  22  H.  C.  Henry,  president  of  the  National  Bank  of  Commerce,  at  Seattle, 
takes  one  claim,  theretofore  being  held  out  by  Cunningham  and  his  party.  On 
page  23  three  more  persons  are  given  claims,  and  on  this  page  it  appears  that 
Henry  White,  who  Is  a  banker  and  merchant  at  Wallace,  Idaho,  takes  over  one 
of  the  dummies  being  carried  up  to  that  time  by  Mace  Campbell,  and  on  the 
same  page  it  appears:  "Claim  carried  by  Mr.  Moore  was  really  by  Mr.  Camp- 
bell and  transferred  to  Mr.  ltiblett."  On  page  25  the  entrauce  of  N.  B.  Nel- 
son and  Frank  A.  Moore,  as  claimants,  is  noted,  and  Cunningham  says: 

"  Having  35  coal  claims  in  our  land,  we  sold  one  claim  to  each  of  the  above 
parties,  thus  making  33  paid  subscriptions." 

Evidently  there  remained,  at  this  date  three  dummies. 

While  Cunningham  is  strenuous  In  his  affidavits  that  they  are  not  a  part  of  or 
bonded  to  the  Guggenheims,  It  is  a  little  peculiar  that  this  memorandum  book 
of  expenses  incurred  should  proceed  along  from  day  to  day  with  great  detail 
from  the  inception  of  the  claims  in  1902  until  December,  1907,  and  then  close 
with: 

"  The  above  sum  was  received  from  Daniel  Guggenheim  in  full  for  expense 
incurred  on  account  of  the  examination  of  coal  lands  on  his  account  Check 
received,  $1,359.60." 

On  page  54  Cunningham  writes: 

"The  above  vouchers,  Nos.  146  to  149  (they  aggregate  $102),  include  expense 
Incurred  by  engineers  making  examination  for  the  Guggenheims  which  should 
be  repaid  to  us.    I  have  made  bill  for  the  full  amount  paid  on  this  account, 
-and  on  receipt  of  payment  same  will  be  credited  to  proper  accounts; " 
And  on  page  55  Cunningham  says: 

"  Engineer  &  survey  a/c  as  above  ($2,526.20)  was  for  work  &  expense  In 
connection  with  the  expert  examination  of  coal  lands  by  Guggenheim's  engi- 
neers.   Claim  made  for  same  12/10/07." 

I  am  still  of  the  opinion  that  these  claims  were  fraudulent,  and  that  the 
orders  isued  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  at  the  time  the  Alaska  coal  bill 
was  pending  In  Congress  to  temporarily  suspend  his  investigations,  should 
now  be  revoked,  and  he  should  be  directed  to  proceed  with  a  view  to  establish- 
ing, by  the  necessary  evidence,  the  complete  facts  in  relation  to  the  Cunning- 
ham and  Guggenheim  claims. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  H.  Schwabtz, 

Chief  Field  Service. 

In  that  connection  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to 
the  message  of  the  President  dated  January  19,  1910,  which  I  sup- 
pose is  on  your  desk,  which  calls  attention  to  an  error  of  omission 
in  this  letter,  in  making  a  copy  of  this  letter.  The  omission  that  I 
<mll  attention  to  is  this — it  is  on  page  2  of  Mr.  Ballinger's  letter  of 
the  18th,  which  is  transmitted  by  the  President  to  the  Senate.  On 
page  501  of  the  Senate  document  is  printed  a  memorandum  by  Mr. 
Schwartz,  commenting  on  the  sufficiency  of  the  Cunningham  affidavit. 
The  original  memorandum  in  the  Land  Office  shows  that  the  second 
sentence  thereof,  as  follows,  was  omitted. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that  on  f 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  2  of  this  small  sheet  which  has  just  been 
laid  before  us.  The  second  sentence,  as  follows,  was  omitted :  "  It 
is  ingenious  but  not  convincing,  although  the  showing  is  ex  parte 
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and  made  after  several  weeks  of  very  careful  consideration  by  Cun- 
ningham and  his  attorneys." 

The  Chairman.  Where  does  that  come  in  in  that  letter? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  comes  in,  as  I  understand  it,  as  the  second 
sentence.    It  reads: 

Sib:  I  have  considered  carefully  the  attached  affidavit  by  Clarence  Cun- 
ningham. 

Then  should  come  in: 

It  is  ingenious  but  not  convincing,  although  the  showing  is  ex  parte  and 
made  after  several  weeks  of  very  careful  consideration  by  Cunuingham  and 
his  attorneys. 

The  Chairman.  That  should  be  inserted,  then,  between  the  first 
and  the  next  paragraph? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Between  the  first  and  second  lines.  It  happens  to 
be,  also,  the  first  and  second  sentences.  I  think,  in  this  connection, 
with  a  view  to  understanding  the  letter  fully,  that  it  may  be  well  to 
read  that  letter  in  full. 

The  Chairman.  Read  it  with  the  amendment  now. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  read  it  with  the  amendment  (reads)  ^ 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  Sept.  23,  1908. 
The  honorable  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Sir  :  I  have  considered  carefully  the  attached  affidavit  by  Clarence  Cunning- 
ham. It  is  ingenious,  but  not  convincing,  although  the  showing  is  ex  parte 
and  made  after  several  weeks  of  very  careful  consideration  by  Cunningham 
and  his  attorneys.  No  law  warranted  the  location  of  coal  under  the  mining 
laws;  from  Cunningham's  memorandum  book  it  appears  that  of  the  original 
adventurers  the  Idaho  crowd  paid  $500  each  and  the  Spokane  crowd  $750  each. 
The  original  memorandum  as  to  Heyburn  is  for  "  one  claim  of  160  acres  in  the 
coal." 

That  was  in  August,  1903,  and  it  was  not  until  October  20,  1905  (after,  as 
Cunningham  now  states,  the  second  series  of  locations  and  understandings  were 
had),  that  Heyburn  writes  his  letter  quoted  in  the  Cunningham  affidavit;  there 
never  was  a  law  warranting  the  location  of  mining  claims,  either  in  individual 
claims  of  160  acres  or  In  blocks  of  640  acres  located  by  four  persons ;  on  page  9 
of  the  attached  certified  copy  of  Cunningham's  book  It  appears  that  Mace  Camp- 
bell (A.  B.),  in  addition  to  paying  for  his  own  claim,  No.  90,  is  carrying  two 
dummies  and  putting  up  $250  for  each.  The  same  state  of  facts  appears  on 
page  14.  On  page  15  purchasers  are  found  to  take  over  these  claims  in  the 
person  of  W.  H.  Warner,  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  W.  E.  Miller,  of  Elyrla,  Ohio. 
The  least  that  can  be  said  of  this  transaction  is  that  up  to  this  time  Cunn lug- 
ham,  Campbell,  and  probably  others,  were  in  a  conspiracy  to  deprive  the  United 
States  of  the  possession,  and  citizens  of  the  right,  to  prospect  upon  these  320 
acres,  for  which  like  offences  others  have  recently  been  convicted  under  section 
5440.  On  page  20  it  appears  that  Mace  Campbell  put  up  for  five  of  the  claims, 
including  himself  (this  may,  of  course,  have  been  a  loan).  On  page  22  H.  C. 
Henry,  president  of  the  National  Bank  of  Commerce,  at  Seattle,  takes  one  claim, 
theretofore  being  held  out  by  Cunningham  and  his  party.  On  page  23  three 
more  persons  are  given  claims,  and  on  this  page  it  appears  that  Henry  White, 
who  is  a  banker  and  merchant  at  Wallace,  Idaho,  takes  over  one  of  the  dummies 
•  being  carried  up  to  that  time  by  Mace  Campbell,  and  on  the  same  page  it 
appears:  "Claim  carried  by  Mr.  Moore  was  really  by  Mr.  Campbell  and  trans- 
ferred to  Mr.  Rfblett."  On  page  25  the  entrance  of  N.  B.  Nelson  and  Frank  A. 
Moore,  as  claimants,  is  noted,  and  Cunningham  says: 

"Having  35  coal  claims  in  our  land,  we  sold  one  claim  to  each  of  the  above 
parties,  thus  making  33  paid  subscriptions." 

Evidently  there  remained  at  this  date  three  dummies. 

While  Cunningham  is  strenuous  in  his  affidavits  that  they  are  not  a  part  of 
or  bonded  to  the  Guggenheim 8,  it  is  a  little  peculiar  that  this  memorandum 
book  of  expenses  incurred  should  proceed  along  from  day  to  day,  with  great 
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detail,  from  the  inception  of  the  claims  in  1902  until  December,  1907,  and  i 
close  with: 

"  The  above  sum  was  received  from  Daniel  Guggenheim  in  full  for  expense 
incurred  on  account  of  the  examination  of  coal  lands  on  his  account  Check 
received,  $1,359.00." 

On  page  64  Cunningham  writes : 

44  The  above  vouchers,  Noa  146  to  149  (they  aggregate  $102),  include  expense 
incurred  by  engineers  making  examination  tor  the  (iuggenheinis  which  snould 
be  repaid  to  us.    1  have  made  bill  for  the  full  amount  paid  on  this  account, 
and  on  receipt  of  paymeut  same  will  be  credited  to  proper  accounts; " 
and  on  page  55  Cunningham  says : 

"  Engiueer  &  survey  a/c  as  above  ($2,526.20)  was  for  work  &  expense  in  con- 
nection with  the  exi»ert  examination  of  coal  lands  by  Guggenheims's  engineers. 
Claim  made  for  same  12/10/07." 

I  am  still  of  the  opinion  that  these  claims  were  fraudulent,  and  that  the  or- 
ders issued  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  G  la  vis  at  the  time  the  Alaska  coal  bill  was 
pending  in  Congress  to  temporarily  suspend  his  investigations  should  now  be 
revoked,  and  he  should  be  directed  to  proceed  with  a  view  to  establishing,  by 
the  necessary  evidence,  the  complete  facts  in  relation  to  the  Cunningham  and 
Guggenheim  claims. 

Respectfully,  (Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  Field  Service. 

The  foregoing  letter  contains  the  following  notations  on  face :  9/26/08. 
Mr.  Yelvebton  :  Have  these  entrynien  made  an  application   to  have  their 
entries  considered  under  the  old  or  new  law? 

Cabs. 

Mr.  Cabb:  Entries  made  under  old  law  of  April  28.  1904,  and  uo  application 
to  consolidate  under  the  new  laws  appears  to  have  been  made. 
(Red  pencil.)     Mr.  Dennett  says  hold  for  Mr.  Schwartz's  return. 
9/29/08.    J.  D.  Y. 


Mr  Brandeis.  Did  you  about  that  time,  Mr.  Glavis,  see  Mr. 
Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  saw  him  in  October  or  September,  1908. 

Mr.  B ram  deis.  Where  did  you  see  him  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  saw  him  at  Helena,  Mont. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  did  you  at  that  time  discuss  with  him  the 
Alaska  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  among  other  cases. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Well,  after  that  conversation  with  Mr.  Schwartz 
did  you  have  any  other  interview  with  Mr.  Ballinger  with  regard  to 
these  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  met  him  [referring  to  a  memorandum] 
about  the  12th  or  15th  of  October;  I  do  not  know  which  it  was. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  that  interview  the  result  of  an  appointment? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  wrote  him  under  date  of  October  6,  1908, 
and  concluded  in  that  letter  as  follows — I  will  read  the  last  para- 
graph of  it  (reading) : 

I  understand  that  you  Intend  to  be  In  Portland  soon,  and  when  you  arrive  I 
hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you,  as  there  are  several  phases  of  the 
Alaska  eoal  cases  concerning  which  I  would  like  to  discuss  with  you. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  did  you  have  a  discussion  with  him? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.    lie  replied  on  October  8,  1908. 
Mr.  Brandeis.  What  did  he  say? 
Mr.  Glavis  (reading) : 

My  Dear  Glavis:  Yours  of  the  0th  at  hand,  and  I  thank  you  for  the  infor- 
mation contained  therein.  I  expect  to  be  in  Portland,  at  the  Portland  Hotel, 
next  Monday,  and  will  see  you. 

Yours,  sincerely.  K-  A.  Ballinokr, 
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The  information  contained  related  to  some  other  matters;  it  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  coal  cases  at  all.  There  was  not  any  informa- 
tion relative  to  the  Alaska  coal  claims.    I  want  to  make  that  clear. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  Monday  was  the  12th,  according  to  the  cal- 
endar. On  that  Monday,  or  shortly  thereafter,  he  had  this  con- 
ference.   Tell  us  what  took  place  at  that  conference. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  first  called  upon  me  in  our  office  down  in  the 
custom-house  in  Portland,  and  I  was  not  there,  and  he  came  over  to 
the  United  States  post-office.  I  was  attending  a  criminal  case 
there. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  case  was  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Pacific  Furniture  and  Lumber  Company  case  it 
is  known  as.  It  was  a  conspiracy  case  against  eight  or  nine  defend- 
ants, and  in  the  afternoon  I  put  another  agent  in  charge  and  I  went 
over  to  the  Portland  Hotel  and  had  a  talk  with  Mr.  Ballinger  for 
about  an  hour  and  a  half,  and  we  discussed  various  matters, 
amon<r  which  we  discussed  the  Alaska  coal  cases.  It  was  in  that  con- 
versation that  Mr.  Ballinger  told  me  about  Cunningham  having  made, 
the  affidavit  that  I  had  taken  the  book — I  think  it  was  that  one  in- 
stead of  the  other  one.  And  he  asked  me  if  I  realized  that  the  Cun- 
ninghams were  in  a  pretty  bad  fix,  and  he  asked  me  how  I  thought 
they  could  get  title.  I  told  him  that  I  thought  if  they  relinquished 
their  entries,  and  their  wives  or  friends  would  file  a  claim,  and  they 
had  no  agreement,  that  they  could  get  patents  right  away  and  never 
have  any  further  trouble.  Mr.  Ballinger  seemed  to  think  that  they 
would  be  placed  in  the  same  position  that  they  were  placed  in  at  that 
time. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  if  they  would  relinquish  their  claims  to 
the  Government? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  make  them  government  lands,  they  could  lo- 
cate them  over  again  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  they  could  not;  their  rights  would  have  been 
exhausted  by  the  first  filings,  but  the  others  could  have. 

Mr.  Denby.  Others  could  not  file  under  the  law,  could  they! 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  they  had  relinquished,  and  at  the  same  time  that 
they  relinquished  if  some  of  their  friends  filed,  they  would  be  the  first 
persons  to  have  notice  of  it. 

Mr.  Denby.  Would  not  that  be  equally  wrongful  for  others  to  file 
for  their  beneficial  interest? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes ;  it  would  be  if  they  had  any  agreement. 

Mr.  Denby.  Was  not  the  suggestion  rather  looking  to  an  evasion 
than  a  substantial  compliance  with  the  law  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  My  idea  was  that  the  Cunningham  claims  were  con- 
sidered the  strongest,  alwavs  have  been,  among  Alaska  coal  entrymen. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  mean  by  "strongest?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  looked  upon  as  being  the  most  influential 
among  the  various  entrymen,  and  they  would  be  more  apt  to  get  the 
title  than  anybody  else;  and  I  thought  that  if  I  could  get  them  to 
relinquish  their  claims  that  the  others  would  follow  the  same  course. 

Mr.  Denby.  Perhaps  I  misunderstood  what  you  said.  I  under- 
stood you  to  say  that  you  suggested  to  Mr.  Ballinger  that  the  Cun- 
ningham claimants  might  relinquish  their  claims  and  then  their 
wives  and  their  friends  could  take  up  the  same  claims. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  I  said.  My  object  was  that  if 
the  Cunningham  claimants  would  relinquish  their  claims  all  the  other 
eight  or  nine  hundred  would  follow  suit ;  and  at  the  same  time  had 
there  been  any  agreements  existing  between  the  Cunningham  claim- 
ants and  those  who  would  file,  I  could  bring  charges  against  them 
just  the  same. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  If  there  were  any  such  agreements? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  if  there  were. 

The  Chairman.  Were  not%  these  lands  upon  which  these  claims 
were  located  at  that  time  in  a  reservation,  in  a  forest  reserve? 

Mr.  Glavis.  A  forest  reserve  did  not  prevent  them  from  filing  coal 
entries.    But  there  was  a  withdrawal. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  I  mean.  There  was  a  withdrawal 
made  by  the  President,  was  there  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  while  that  withdrawal  was  effective,  even 
if  they  had  relinquished,  there  could  be  no  new  locations  while  the 
withdrawal  was  in  force,  could  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  there  could  not.  But  I  thought  that  perhaps 
they  would  be  able  to  get  that  rescinded  in  some  way. 

Mr.  James.  Your  statement  to  Mr.  Ballinger  about  how  these  peo- 
ple could  get  entries,  by  relinquishing  and  then  having  their  families 
make  entry,  was  in  response  to  his  inquiry  to  you  how  they  could 
make  entries? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  If  they  would  do  it  independently  and  have 
no  understanding  before  they  made  the  entry?  it  would  be  all  right. 

Mr.  James.  This  was  called  out  by  his  asking  you  how  they  could 
make  entries? 

Mr.  Glavis.  How  they  could  get  patents. 

Mr.  Graham.  If  the  land  was  subject  to  entry,  would  that  be  law- 
ful— that  is,  could  wives  and  other  members  of  families  of  adult  age 
lawfully  make  entries  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  they  did  not  have  any  agreement  before  making  the 
entry;  yes,  sir;  they  could  take  title  then  all  right. 

JMfr.  McCall.  Would  it  not  be  implied,  necessarily,  that  there  was 
an  agreement,  if  the  wives  of  33  men  should  simultaneously  make 
application? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  Mr.  Ballinger's  objection — the  one  you  make. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  benefit  would  it  be  for  the  Government  to  have 
these  entries  in  the  names  of  the  wives  rather  than  in  the  names  of 
the  men  themselves? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  not  be,  had  those  original  33  claimants  relin- 
quished ;  we  would  have  canceled  all  the  other  coal  cases  then  without 
any  further  investigation,  because  I  felt  pretty  sure  that  if  the  Cun- 
ningham claimants  would  relinquish  their  claims,  that  the  others 
would  follow  suit :  that  they  would  be  influenced  by  what  the  Cun- 
ninghams  did.  .  ' 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Did  you  think  they  would  surrender  their  claims 
and  that  their  wives  would  take  them  out? 

'  Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  I  thought  we  could  cancel  those ;  and  then  there 
was  that  doubt  as  to  whether  or  not  they  would  be  able  to  get  the 
land  restored  to  entry. 
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The  Chairman.  It  was  simply  this,  that  if  they  relinquished  their 
entries  that  would  restore  the  land  back  to  the  public  domain,  and  if 
the  embargo  had  been  withdrawn  other  men  could  have  entered  these 
same  lands  at  $10  an  acre,  exactly  as  Cunningham  had  entered  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  the  land  had  been  restored. 

The  Chairman.  If  the  land  withdrawal  had  been  revoked,  other 
people  could  have  entered  the  land  at  the  same  price? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes ;  under  that  law. 

The  Chairman.  Under  the  law  of  1904? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Had  you  at  that  time  received  the  letter  of  October 
7  from  Mr.  Schwartz,  acting  assistant  commissioner,  which  appears 
on  the  record  at  page  35  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  I  discussed  that  with  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  letter  should  be  introduced  in  evidence,  as  it  is 
a  very  important  one. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  35  and  the  top  of  page  36  (reading) : 

Department  of  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  7,  1908. 
Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Sir  :  Herewith  I  inclose  you  copy  of  an  original  affidavit  filed  in  this  office  by 
Clarence  Cunningham,  by  him  sworn  to  September  4,  1908,  in  the  matter  of  cer- 
tain Alaska  coal  interests. 

That  was  the  first  time  you  saw  that  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis  (continuing  to  read) : 

Your  investigation  of  these  coal  interests  was  temporarily  deferred  during  the 
pendency  of  the  last  Congress  in  a  bill  to  provide  additional  laws  for  acquiring 
title  to  Alaska  coal  land.  Since  that  time  the  condition  of  business  in  your  dis- 
trict has  been  such  that  no  further  Investigation  has  been  had  of  these  partic- 
ular entries. 

You  are  directed  to  complete  your  investigation  along  the  original  lines  and 
so  prepare  the  Government's  case  as  to  be  able  to  present  all  the  facts  at  a 
hearing,  in  the  event  you  finally  make  adverse  report  and  ask  for  the  cancella- 
tion of  these  entries. 

This  office  has  been  informally  advised  that  the  various  entrymen,  known  as 
the  Cunningham  group,  have  concluded  to  stand  upon  the  old  law  and  ask  for 
a  patent  upon  the  now  pending  applications.  The  reports  as  made  by  you  to 
this  office  show  that  these  applications  were  fraudulent  and  should  be  canceled. 
Proceedings  will  be  deferred,  however,  until  such  time  as  you  advise  this  office 
that  you  have  completed  your  investigations  and  are  ready  to  sustain  the 
Government's  case  In  the  hearing. 

I  am  also  inclosing  you  a  copy  of  a  personal  letter  received  in  this  office  from 
Henry  R.  Harriman,  with  suggestion  that  said  letter  and  a  conference  with  Mr. 
Harriman  may  aid  you  in  prosecuting  your  Inquiries  in  reference  to  the  Alaska 
coal  situation. 

Very  respectfully, 

H.  H.  Schwartz, 
Acting  Assistant  Commissioner, 


And  then  follows  the  letter  of  H.  K.  Harriman  to  Hon.  Fred  Den- 
nett, which  appears  on  page  36,  which  I  also  introduce  in  evidence, 
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but  which  I  think  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  read  at  the  present  time. 
The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Seattle,  September  5,  W08. 
Hon.  Fred  Dennett, 

The  Normandy,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Deab  Fbiend:  Our  Mr.  Llppy  has  just  returned  from  a  trip  to  the  Katalla 
country,  and  a  visit  also  to  Cordova  and  Valdez.  This  is  his  first  trip,  and  he 
comes  back  very  enthusiastic  with  the  possibilities  and  the  resources  which  we 
have  there.  He  also  got  a  very  good  grasp  of  the  transportation  system,  and 
he  comes  back  thoroughly  imbued  with  the  idea  that  we  have  got  to  take  care 
of  ourselves  and  provide  our  own  transportation,  as  we  can  expect  nothing 
from  the  Guggenhelms,  at  least  nothing  that  we  would  care  to  take. 

Their  recent  treatment  at  Cordova  of  Jack  Dal  ton  (of  Dal  ton  trail  fame) 
seems  very  significant,  and  while  neither  he  nor  we  wish  to  start  anything  at 
the  present  time,  still  we  believe  you,  or  some  one  in  the  department,  ought  to 
know  something  about  it.  Mr.  Dalton  Is  not  a  particularly  lovable  character 
but  he  has  the  rights  of  an  American  citizen.  As  we  understand  it,  he  has 
twice  started  a  wharf  in  the  vicinity  of  Cordova,  and  both  times  the  Guggen- 
helms have  built  out  and  surrounded  his  wharf,  so  no  boats  could  approach  it, 
and  another  time  they  had  him  arrested  and  thrown  in  jail  for  three  days,  and 
sent  their  men  out  and  tore  down  his  improvements  and  threw  them  into  the 
bay. 

It  is  such  things  as  this,  and  the  voting  scandal  of  the  recent  election,  and 
the  more  than  general  belief  that  they  have  purchased  an  interest  or  control  in 
the  Cunningham  properties,  that  makes  Mr.  Lippy  and  ourselves  very  fearful 
that  the  same  treatment  may  not  be  in  store  for  the  independent  coal  operators. 

This  is  not,  as  you  will  see,  a  formal  complaint,  nor  do  I  feel  that  we  are 
bearing  tales,  but  if  such  incidents  are  indicative  of  the  real  character  of  the 
trust's  operations,  we  are  going  to  be  mighty  glad  to  have  the  Government  stand 
between  us  and  them,  as  is  provided  in  the  new  law. 

I  expect  to  write  you,  in  your  official  capacity,  something  about  our  plans,  to 
know  just  what  we  can  do,  and  perhaps  I  may  give  this  to  Judge  Balllnger  when 
he  comes  east,  but  it  would  be  a  source  of  feeling  of  greater  security  by  us  little 
fellows  if  we  thought  that  you  had  somebody  there  on  the  ground  to  give  you 
information  as  to  such  acts  as  these,  so  that  you  could  judge  fairly  and  intelli- 
gently between  us  and  the  controversies  which  I  fear  a  perseverance  of  this 
policy  on  their  part  is  apt  to  force  upon  us. 

Since  we  started  out  with  the  idea  of  making  an  independent  shipping  point 
on  Knnnk  Island,  they  have  not  only  revived  the  Cunningham  railroad  scheme, 
but  I  am  informed  have  put  three  other  surveys  down  to  Kanak  Island,  and  are 
trying  to  crisscross  it  and  bottle  it  up. 

In  the  meantime,  I  have  sent  north  a  double  crew  of  railroad  surveyors  and 
engineers,  who  left  on  the  16th  of  last  month,  to  get  everything  in  shape  on  our 
right  of  way,  so  that  we  can  go  ahead.  Some  days  ago  I  wrote  a  letter  to  Doc- 
tor Marr  inclosing  the  fee,  so  that  we  could  receive  a  copy  of  the  filed  right  of 
way  of  the  Bering  River  Railroad  Company  (Cunningham). 
Very  truly,  yours, 

H.  R.  Habbiman. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  you  were  stating  that  you  spoke 
to  Mr.  Ballinger  about  this  letter.  What  did  you  say  to  him  about  it, 
or  he  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  manner  in  which  that  came  up  was  this:  We  were 
discussing  what  action  they  might  be  able  to  take  to  get  the  patent 
He  was  telling  me  the  difficulties  he  was  undergoing  in  securing  cam- 
paign funds;  that  H.  C.  Henry  and  C.  J.  Smith,  Cunningham  claim- 
ants, had  always  been  liberal  contributors  to  the  campaign  fund,  but 
this  year  they  were  mad  because  they  had  not  gotten  patents  to  these 
coal  entries.  And  I  told  him  about  this  letter  of  October  7.  I  said: 
44  Judge,  I  am  directed  to  investigate  these  cases  right  away,"  and 
he  said :  "  Well,  do  not  take  any  action  on  them  " — he  did  not  say 
take  any  action;  he  said,  "  I  wish  you  would  not  act  on  them  until 
after  the  election;  "  and  I  promised  I  would  not;  I  told  him  I  would 
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not  take  any  action  until  after  election,  and  I  did  not.  But  my  reason 
for  telling  him  that  was  that  I  was  in  the  midst  of  this  big  conspiracy 
case,  and  I  could  not  give  the  matter  any  attention  at  that  time  if  I 
had  wanted  to.    I  let  him  feel,  however,  that  I  was  doing  him  a  favor. 

Air.  Brandeis.  Was  there  anything  else  discussed  at  that  time? 

Mr.  G  la  vis.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  appears,  Mr.  Glavis,  in  the  opinion  of  the  At- 
torney-General, and  also  in  the  later  letters  of  Mr.  Ballinger  after 
he  became  Secretary,  that  on  October  5,  1908,  a  decision  was  ren- 
dered in  your  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company's  case,  which  de- 
clared that  the  entries  there  were  fraudulent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  that  opinion  appears  to  have  been  rendered  on 
October  5,  1908 — that  is,  before  this  interview  with  Mr.  Ballinger. 
Do  vou  remember  whether  or  not  you  discussed  with  Mr.  Ballinger 
at  tliat  time  the  decision  favorable  to  the  Government  which  had 
been  rendered  by  Judge  Hanford? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  pretty  sure  I  did  not.  The  correspondence  I 
have  shows  that  I  first  discussed  this  decision  with  Judge  Ballinger 
on  November  24,  1908,  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Why  do  you  say  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  this  is  a  copy  of  the  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  A  copy  of  the  letter  you  wrote  to  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  A  carbon  copy? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  may  read  that  letter,  please. 

Mr.  Glavis  (reading)  : 

Portland,  Oreo.,  November  25,  1908. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Attorney  at  Law,  Seattle,  Wash. 
My  Dear  Judge  :  Reverting  to  our  conversation  of  yesterday,  I  take  pleasure 
In  transmitting  herewith  a  copy  of  Judge  Hanford*s  decision  in  the  Portland 
Coal  and  Coke  Company  cases. 
Respectfully. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  signed  by  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  not  signed ;  but  I  remember  that  it  is  a  copy. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  carbon  bears  "Chief  Field  Division? " 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  "Inclosure." 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  were  the  chief  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  get  any  reply  to  that  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  got  a  reply,  dated  November  27,  1908. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  W  ill  you  read  that  reply  ? 

Mr.  Glavis  (reading) : 

R.  A.  Ballinger, 
Seattle,  Wash.,  November  27,  1908. 
My  Dear  Glavis  :  I  am  in  receipt  of  yours  of  the  25th  instant,  Inclosing  copy 
of  Judge  Hanford's  opinion  in  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Portland  Coal  and 
Coke  Company  et  al.t  for  which  please  accept  my  thanks.    I  have  rend  the  opin- 
ion, and  find  it  is  very  strong  upon  the  points  stated,  and  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
same  and  will  make  use  of  it  with  some  of  the  Alaska  people. 
With  best  regards,  I  remain, 

Yours,  very  respectfully,  R.  A.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Lewis  R.  Glavis,  Chief  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 
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The  Chairman.  Do  you  want  those  letters  in  evidence? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly. 

The  Chairman.  Hand  them  to  the  stenographer. 

(The  letters  were  handed  to  the  stenographer.) 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Your  letter  of  the  25th  shows  that  you  had  an  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Ballinger  on  the  day  preceding — November  24.  Do 
you  recall  what  occurred  at  that  interview,  so  far  as  it  related  to  the 
Alaska  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  just  discussed  this  decision  and  compared  the  de- 
cision with  the  facts,  as  we  knew  them  then,  relative  to  the  Alaska 
Coal  Company,  as  being  similar. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  Mr.  Ballinger  at  that  interview,  on  the  24th  of 
November,  or  at  the  interview  on  October  12  or  15,  whatever  the  date 
was  in  October,  say  anything  to  you  about  the  affidavit  of  September 
4, 1908,  which  he  had  presented  to  Secretary  Garfield  on  behalf  of  the 
Cunningham  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  did  not;  no.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  men- 
tioned that  to  me. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  do  not  recall  discussing  it  with  him  at  any 
time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  remember  him  telling  me  about  Cunningham  making 
this  affidavit.    I  have  testified  about  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  affidavit  about  the  journal? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  a  different  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  never  saw  that  one  where  he  mentions  those  letters 
until  afterwards. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  have  any  further  interviews  in  regard  to 
the  coal  cases  with  Mr.  Ballinger  before  he  became  Secretary? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  along  in  February,  1909,  I  had  a  talk  with 
Mr.  Ballinger.  I  went  up  to  Seattle  and  while  there  I  saw  him  in  his 
office.  I  think  it  was  some  time  in  February,  1909;  I  do  not  know 
just  whqt  date  it  was. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  took  place  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  had  been  a  good  deal  of  discussion  about  him 
being  appointed.  When  I  got  up  there,  however,  it  had  been  deter- 
mined that  he  was  to  be  appointed  Secretary,  and  I  wanted  to  talk 
with  him,  naturally,  about  the  conditions.  I  told  him  about  the  con- 
dition of  the  work  in  my  division,  and  pointed  out  to  him  the  reasons 
why  there  should  be  headquarters  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  instead  of  at 
Portland.  * 

^  Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  at  that  interview  discuss  the  coal  cases  par- 
ticularly, and  any  cases  of  a  fraudulent  character? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  We  discussed  the  coal  cases  then,  and  I  told 
him  I  had  not  done  anvthing  yet  with  them.  He  said,  "  There  has 
only  been  a  technical  violation  of  the  statute ;  I  think  they  ought  to 
get  their  patents."  And  I  agreed  with  him  that  where  there  was  only 
a  technical  violation  of  the  statute,  that  that  should  not  prevent  them 
from  getting  the  patents. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  either  of  you  define  what  you  meant  by  "  a  tech- 
nical violation  ?  " 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  did  not.  Mr.  Ballinger  seemed  to  have  his 
ideas  about  that,  but  I  did  not  tell  him  my  ideas. 
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Mr.  Bran  deis.  Did  he  discuss  at  that  time  particularly  the  Cun- 
ningham group?  Was  there  anything  said  specifically  about  the 
Cunningham  group  or  about  the  Green  group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  we  just  spoke  generally.  No;  there  was  not  any- 
thing said  about  them. 

Mr.  Bran  deis.  Now,  this  period  between  the  spring  of  1908  and  the 
time  in  the  fall  when  you  saw  Mr.  Ballinger  in  October  and  No- 
vember, had  anything  been  done  by  you  with  a  view  to  further  inves- 
tigating these  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  when  I  first  saw  him  in  the  spring,  after  he  came 
back  to  Seattle,  after  having  received  his  commission  here,  we  were 
investigating  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  How  long  did  you  continue  that  investigation  ac- 
tively? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  there  were  three  or  four  of  us  on  it  until  about 
May  2,  1907.  We  were  getting  a  lot  of  evidence  in  Seattle  and  else- 
where, and  then  we  received  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Dennett,  the  com- 
missioner at  that  time. 

Mr.  Brakdeis.  In  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  1908. 

Mr.  Bran  deis.  You  say  you  received  a  telegram  under  date  of 
May  2? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  May  2. 

Mr.  Bran  deis.  I  refer  you  to  page  226  of  the  record  and  call  at- 
tention to  a  telegram  which  is  signed  "  Dennett "  and  dated  May  2, 
and  which  is  in  cipher.    Is  that  the  telegram  to  which  you  refer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bran  deis.  Where  is  the  translation? 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  translate  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  can  not,  all  of  it.    I  do  not  remember  the  code  words. 

The  Chairman.  Does  it  not  amount  to  this,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  you 
were  to  temporarily  discontinue  your  work  on  the  Alaska  claims  and 
go  down  and  work  on  the  Oregon  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  catch  your  question. 

The  Chairman.  Does  not  the  telegram  amount  to  this,  that  you 
were  temporarily  to  discontinue  the  work  on  the  Alaska  cases  and 
proceed  to  investigate  the  Oregon  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  the  word  "  temporary  "  is  not  mentioned  in  the 
letter  at  all.  The  first  part  is  u  Discontinue  investigation  Alaska  coal 
cases."  And  as  to  the  other,  I  can  not  make  out  enough  of  the  code 
words. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Is  not  the  translation  just  above  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Just  read  that  translation. 

Mr.  Glavis  (reading)  : 

Discontinue  investigations  now  being  made,  Alaska  coal  cases;  until  letter 
reaches  you  defer  action.  Assign  special  agents  to  Oregon  matters.  Three 
special  agents  have  been  directed  by  wire  to  report  to  you  at  once  for  duty. 
This  is  rendered  necessary  by  reason  of  depletion  of  appropriation  involved. 
You  will  govern  yourself  accordingly. 

Dennett. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  what  had  you  done  in  this  period 
between  March  and  May  30,  1908— what  had  you  done,  for  instance, 
during  the  month  of  April? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  three  or  four  agents  in  Seattle  and  that  vicinity ; 
I  think  there  were  only  three  agents — I  am  not  sure — and  I  was  up 
there  myself  part  of  the  time  working  on  this  Alaska  coal  investiga- 
tion. We  were  getting  a  lot  of  evidence;  sometimes  we  got  from  live 
to  ten  affidavits  in  a  day.  We  were  uncovering  the  fraud  relative  to 
the  coal  cases  all  during  that  month,  right  in  the  vicinity  of  Seattle, 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  was  it  not  a  fact  that  not  only  the 
appropriation  was  running  short,  but  the  statute  of  limitations  was 
pretty  nearly  out  on  the  Oregon  claims,  and  it  was  considered  neces- 
sary that  these  cases  should  be  taken  up,  in  order  that  criminal  and 
civil  prosecutions  could  be  instituted  before  the  statute  of  limitations 
had  run  out? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  some  cases  down  there;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  was  not  that  one  of  the  grounds  why  you 
were  ordered  down  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  So  far  as  the  appropriation  was  concerned,  the  special 
agents  were  not  at  as  much  expense  at  Seattle  as  they  would  be  in 
the  field  in  Oregon,  because  all  the  expense  in  Seattle  was  car  fare. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  But  you  did  have  at  that  time,  Mr.  Glavis,  various 
communications  in  regard  to  the  exhaustion  of  the  appropriation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  there  were  some  very  important  cases 
in  Oregon,  one  case  involving  about  a  million  dollar?'  worth  of 
property  that  the  six  years  would  expire  in  about  two  months,  and  I 
wanted  sufficient  force  to  give  the  United  States  attorney  enough 
information  to  bring  the  suits. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  not  a  fact  that  the  appropriation  was  so 
scant  that  they  felt  they  could  not  keep  both  these  investigations 
going  at  the  same  time,  and  that  the  Oregon  cases,  for  the  time  being, 
Were  more  urgent,  and  that  you  and  the  rest  of  the  men  under  you, 
or  some  of  them,  were  sent  dowi>  there  to  investigate  these  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  were  all  taken  tiff  the  coal  cases.  If  I  had  had 
two  or  three  more  agents,  about  six  agents,  rather,  from  other  divi- 
sions, I  could  have  handled  both  investigations. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  not,  in  one  of  your  communications  to 
the  department — I  can  not  refer  to  it  now — indicate  to  the  depart- 
ment that  it  was  urgent  that  work  should  be  done  on  the  Oregon 
cases  to  avoid  the  statute  of  limitations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes;  I  laid  a  great  deal  of  emphasis  on  the  neces- 
sity of  that  investigation ;  I  also  laid  emphasis  on  the  necessity  for 
not  discontinuing  the  Alaska  investigation,  because  we  were  getting 
very  satisfactory  results  from  the  investigations  we  were  making  at 
that  time,  and  I  advised  them  that  to  discontinue  those  investigations 
at  that  time  might  make  it  impossible  thereafter  to  secure  suffi- 
cient evidence  to  cancel  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  appears  by  correspondence,  and  I  think  it  will 
be  best  to  put  in  the  letters,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  suggest  that  you  put  in  those  other  letters. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  put  in  several.  That  appears  by  the  com- 
munications in  regard  to  the  appropriation,  on  page  227  of  the 
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record.     The  first  is  the  letter  of  Fred  Dennett,  commissioner,  to 
L.  R.  Glavis,  under  date  of  April  28,  1908,  which  reads  as  follows: 

Apbil  28,  1908. 
Mr.  T/OUT8  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Sib:  The  condition  of  the  appropriation  is  such  that  it  will  be  necessary,  In 
order  to  carry  the  present  force  during  the  balance  of  the  fiscal  year,  that  the 
average  monthly  account  of  agents,  including  transportation,  shall  not  exceed 
the  sum  of  $250  per  month  per  agent. 

You  are  advised  that  expenses  incurred  by  you  for  the  last  quarter  in  excess 
of  the  sum  of  $0,550  will  not  be  paid.  It  appears  from  your  statement  that 
you  had  on  hand  April  1,  $1,1S0.S4.  You  are  advised  that  during  the  quarter 
an  additional  sum. of  $5,309.10  will  be  deposited  to  your  credit.  Should  the 
sundry  civil  bill  as  reported  to  the  House  by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
become  a  law,  additional  funds  will  be  available  for  the  month  of  June. 
Very  respectfully, 

Fbed  Dennett,  Commissioner. 

The  following  day,  April  29,  there  appears  the  following  telegram : 

L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Miss  Patten's  appointment  can  not  be  extended.    Detail  Spaulding  to  your 
office  temporarily.    Letter  follows. 

Dennett,  Commissioner. 

What  does  that  refer  to,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Spaulding  was  special  agent,  and  Miss  Patten  was  my 
clerk.     She  was  a  temporary  appointee  there. 

The  Chairman.  Now  read  the  telegram  at  the  foot  of  that  page. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  read,  if  I  may,  two  more  telegrams  on  that 
page. 

Portland,  Oreg.,  April  29,  1908. 

Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  of  20th.  If  this  is  rendered  necessary  by  rea- 
son of  the  depletion  of  the  appropriation  involved,  it  would  be  more  economical 
to  furlough  Alexander.  Spaulding  necessary  to  assist  me  in  interviewing  35 
Alaska  collierymen  located  in  California.  Miss  Patten  superior  to  Miller.  An- 
swer by  wire. 

Glavis. 

And  then  the  further  telegram  of  the  same  date,  which  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

Portland,  Oreo.,  April  29,  1908. 
United  States  atttorney  desires  investigation  of  Umatilla  cases  and  of  thou- 
sand cases  in  which  patents  must  be  attacked  within  next  few  months.    Trials 
commence  May  16.     Hearings  and  Alaska  cases  will  engage  force  until  July. 
To  properly  meet  situation  seven  additional  agents  necessary. 

Glavis,  Chief. 

I  will  also  introduce  now  the  letter  which  appears  on  pages  101  and 
102. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  in  this  connection,  read  the  telegram  on  page 
228,  so  as  to  get  it  in  consecutive  order — at  the  top  of  page  228. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  one  that  I  have  already  read. 

The  Chairman.  I  was  not  aware  of  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis  (reading) : 

Discontinue  investigations  now  being  made  Alaska  coal  cases.  Until  letter 
reaches  you  defer  action.  Assign  special  agents  to  Oregon  matters.  Three 
special  agents  have  been  directed  by  wire  to  report  to  you  at  once  for  duty. 
This  rendered  necessary  by  reason  of  the  depletion  of  the  appropriation  in- 
volved.    You  will  govern  yourself  accordingly. 

Dennett. 
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That  is  one  that  was  read  first;  that  is  the  May  2  telegram.  But 
before  that  telegram  was  sent — that  is,  before  the  telegram  of  May 
2 — there  was  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Glavis  to  the  department  of  May 
1,  which  appears  on  page  101  of  the  record,  and  which  is  very  im- 
portant in  this  connection.     It  reads  as  follows : 

Department  of  the  Interior. 

General  Land  Office, 
Portland,  Orvg.%  May  1,  190S. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir  :  Under  date  of  April  29,  I  wired  you  as  follows : 

"  United  States  attorney  desires  investigation  of  Umatilla  cases,  and  thousand 
cases  in  which  patents  must  be  attacked  within  the  next  few  months.  Trials 
commence  May  36.  Hearings  and  Alaska  cases  will  engage  present  force  until 
July.     To  properly  meet  the  situation,  seven  additional  agents  necessary." 

After  this  telegram  was  sent  I  received  your  telegram  of  same  date  advising 
me  that  Special  Agent  Spaulding  has  been  assigned  here  for  duty  and  to  dis- 
pense with  services  of  temporary  clerk,  and  to  detail  Agent  Spaulding  to  assist 
in  attending  to  the  clerical  work  in  the  office. 

Upon  receipt  of  this  I  then  sent  you  the  following  telegram  : 

"  Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  29.  If  this  is  rendered  necessary  by  reason 
of  the  depletion  of  the  appropriation,  it  would  be  more  economical  to  furlough 
Alexander.  Spaulding  necessary  in  assisting  me  in  Interviewing  35  Alaska  coal 
entrymen  located  in  California.  Miss  Patten  superior  to  Miller.  Answer  by 
wire." 

No  reply  having  been  received  to  either  of  said  telegraphic  communications,  I 
have  the  honor  to  report,  in  order  that  you  may  more  fully  be  advised  as  to  the 
urgent  necessity  for  the  additional  force  called  for.  The  United  States  attorney 
has  asked  the  assistance  of  this  office  in  preparing  the  evidence  in  the  Umatilla 
cases  for  presentation  to  the  special  grand  jury,  which  he  contemplates  calling 
within  a  few  weeks.  Since  you  are  familiar  with  the  evidence  and  the  many 
prominent  persons  involved  in  these  cases,  it  is  needless  for  me  to  dwell  upon  the 
importance  of  the  case. 

Within  the  past  week,  during  the  listing  of  the  papers  now  In  possession  of 
Special  Inspector  T.  B.  Neuhausen,  It  has  been  found  that  there  has  been  no 
action  taken  whatever  looking  to  suit  to  set  aside  about  four  hundred  patents 
fraudulently  secured  by  F.  A.  Kribbs,  and  now  presumably  in  the  possession  of 
Kribbs  and  the  C.  A.  Smith  Lumber  Company,  of  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  although 
the  criminal  phases  of  said  case  have  been  brought  to  a  successful  conclusion. 
The  land  involved  is  estimated  to  be  worth  over  a  million  dollars,  and  the 
United  States  attorney  desired  to  institute  suit  to  set  aside  patents,  and  has 
written  the  Attorney-General  for  authority  to  do  so:  however,  before  he  will  be 
able  to  Intelligently  proceed,  all  the  county  records  will  have  to  be  examined, 
and  he  looks  to  this  office  for  securing  this  information  and  what  other  evidence 
it  may  be  necessary  to  secure. 

As  I  also  stated  in  said  telegram,  the  land-fraud  trials  commence  on  May  16, 
and  the  same  will  probably  continue  until  September,  and  since  it  appeared  from 
the  advice  I  have  received  from  you  from  time  to  time,  it  was  your  desire  and 
that  of  the  Secretary,  that  this  office  render  the  Department  of  Justice  such 
assistance  as  they  may  deem  necessary. 

As  also  stated  in  my  telegram,  the  hearings  and  Alaska  cases  will  engage  the 
present  force  until  July.  A  number  of  other  cases  are  now  ready  to  be  set  for 
hearing  so  that  the  hearings  will  extend  until  July  1.  The  Alaska  cases  are  now 
well  under  way  and  could  not  be  dropped  without  greatly  affecting  the  final 
outcome  of  the  cases,  because  we  have  found,  in  the  majority  of  the  cases,  that 
they  are  fraudulent  and  to  indefinitely  postpone  further  investigation  at  this 
time  the  persons  involved  would  have  ample  time  to  advise  the  other  coal  claim- 
ants who  have  not,  as  yet,  been  interviewed,  and  in  order  to  complete  said  cases 
by  July  1,  it  will  require  all  the  time  of  the  other  agents  who  are  not  engaged,  in 
handling  the  hearings. 

For  the  past  five  years  the  investigations  of  the  land-fraud  cases,  and  in  fact 
most  of  the  land  matters  in  this  division,  have  been  conducted  by  the  Secret 
Service,  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  special  inspectors  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment.   This  I  have  always  understood  never  met  with  the  approval  of  your 
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office,  and  since  taking  charge  of  this  division  last  October,  I  have  diligently 
worked  with  this  in  mind,  and  with  a  view  to  arranging  so  that  all  such  investi- 
gations should  be  made  by  the  special  agents  of  this  division.  I  was  congratulat- 
ing myself  upon  the  fact  that  this  condition  has  been  now  brought  around,  and 
the  officials  of  the  Department  of  Justice  are  now  looking  to  this  office  for  co- 
operation and  assistance.  Now  that  this  has  been  made  possible,  it  is  needless 
for  me  to  express  my  disappointment  over  the  failure  to  secure  from  you  the  ad- 
ditional force  necessary  to  properly  attend  to  these  various  matters  which  are  of 
the  utmost  importance. 

Of  course  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  the  appropriation  is  possibly  running  low, 
and  that  all  the  field  divisions  are  in  great  need  of  additional  agents;  but  the 
conditions  existing  here  are  not,  perhaps,  encountered  in  any  other  division,  and 
unless  some  advice  is  received  from  you  before  to-morrow  afternoon  (May  2) 
I  shall  be  compelled  to  explain  to  the  United  States  attorney  my  inability  to 
cooperate  with  him  in  said  cases,  and,  as  a  consequence,  I  suppose  he  will  ask 
the  Attorney-General  for  authority  to  employ  others  to  do  the  work. 

The  Chairman.  Those  are  the  Oregon  cases,  are  they  not,  Mr. 
Glavis? 
Mr.  Glavis.  They  are 
Mr.  Brandeis  (reading) : 

For  the  past  few  days  I  have  given  this  office  a  wide  berth  in  order  not  to 
inform  him  in  the  premises  until  just  before  leaving  for  California,  as  I  have 
been  in  hopes  that  I  would  receive  a  copy  of  my  two  telegrams.  When  the  land- 
fraud  trials  are  commenced,  I  shall  also  be  compelled  to  advise  Mr.  Tracy 
Becker  likewise. 

Who  is  Mr.  Tracy  Becker? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  special  assistant  to  the  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Brandeis  (continuing  to  read) : 

In  justice  to  the  special  agents  assigned  to  this  division,  I  wish  to  state  that 
for  the  past  three  months  they  have  been  in  the  field  about  70  per  cent  of  the 
time;  the  clerks  also  have  worked  overtime  in  order  to  keep  up  the  work,  but,  as 
before  stated,  with  the  present  force  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  look  elsewhere  for  securing  the  assistance  and  cooperation  necessary 
in  the  pending  cases,  unless  you  desire  that  all  the  routine  work  of  the  office  be 
discontinued,  all  hearings  postponed,  and  the  Alaska  cases  neglected. 
Respectfully, 

L.  R.  Glavis,  Chief  Field  Division. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then,  the  next  day  you  got  the  telegram  which  has 
already  gone  in  evidence ;  and  did  you  have  any  specific  reply  to  that 
letter  of  May  1? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  what  was  done  by  you  after  May  2  in  rela- 
tion to  the  coal  investigations,  either  in  May,  June,  July,  August, 
September,  or  October? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  not  anything  done. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Nothing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  anything  done  in  November? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Nothing  was  done  in  November. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Well,  now,  will  you  state  how  you  were  occupied 
between  May  2  and  December? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  when  I  got  that  telegram  calling  me  off  the 
Alaska  cases  I  used  the  agents  that  I  had  assisting  me  on  those  cases, 
together  with  two  or  three  that  they  had  sent  from  other  divisions, 
in  the  investigation  of  these  civil  suits,  and  also  keot  up  the  routine 
work  of  the  office  and  the  other  land-fraud  cases  in  Oregon. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  What  important  cases  were  you  connected  with, 
and  what  time  did  you  spend  on  these  several  cases  with  which  your 
agents  were  connected  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  we  worked — I  do  not  remember  what  agents 
worked  on  them  or  just  what  time  they  worked;  they  were  working 
all  summer  on  different  land-fraud  cases,  on  some  big  unlawful 
fencing  cases  and  some  alleged  conspiracies  under  the  timber  and 
stone  act,  and  attending  to  the  hearings  and  doing  their  routine 
work  in  the  office.  Then  in  July  I  went  to  Alaska  with  another 
agent,  and  we  were  gone  until  the  latter  part  of  August. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Wnen  you  went  to  Alaska,  was  it  in  connection 
with  these  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  I  had  just  been  given  charge  of  the  other  work, 
the  timber  work  of  Alaska,  and  I  wanted  to  make  a  trip  to  get  an 
idea  as  to  the  best  method  of  handling  the  work  in  that  Territory; 
and  we  sold  all  the  timber  in  Alaska — that  is,  the  timber  and  stone 
act  does  not  apply  to  Alaska,  so  people  have  to  make  application  to 
purchase,  and  we  appraise  the  value  of  the  timber  and  sell  it — and  it 
was  working  out  this  new  regulation  that  I  went  to  Alaska;  also  in- 
vestigate one  special  mining  case  that  is  in  the  Court  of  Claims  here 
in  Washington. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  the  fall  of  1908  you  had  several  communications 
from  Commissioner  Dennett  in  regard  to  cases  which  you  had  been 
conducting  during  that  period,  had  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  you  refer  to  those  letters  now  and  see  whether 
they  do  not  refresh  your  recollection  as  to  just  what  the  cases  were? 
Possibly  you  had  better  read  the  letters.  They  were  from  Mr.  Den- 
nett, I  think. 

The  Chairman.  Are  those  letters  here  in  the  record? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  They  are  not.  None  of  these  papers  that  I  have  had 
the  witness  produce  were  among  the  papers. 

The  Chairman.  Are  those  original  letters? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  They  are  the  original  letters  received  by  him  from 
Commissioner  Dennett. 

Will  you  read  the  letters  in  their  order,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis  (reading) : 

November  20,  1908. 

My  Dear  Glavis:  I  am  in  receipt  of  Schwartz's  note  In  regard  to  the  matter 
of  the  alleged  conversation  with  Wilson.  I  hadn't  the  faintest  idea  that  there 
had  heen  any  such  con  versa  t  Ion,  and  merely  pent  it  out  to  Schwartz  to  take  up 
with  you  so  that  you  could  be  advised  of  Wilson's  statements.  I  called  Yelver- 
ton's  attention  to  It  this  morning  on  its  return  and  he  advises  me  that  he 
thinks  a  second  letter  was  sent  down  and  signed.  If  it  was  so  sent  it  was 
merely  because  I  signed  It  perfunctorily  without  catching  it.  I  have  told 
Yelverton  that  I  will  not  have  any  such  letter  go  out;  that  my  confidence  in  you 
and  the  rest  of  the  boys  who  are  in  charge  Is  such  that  I  don't  like  criticism 
from  this  office  based  upon  an  ex  parte  statement. 

I  congratulate  you  on  the  termination  of  the  Pacific  Furniture  case. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  was  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  the  criminal  case — one  of  the  old  land-fraud 
cases  that  was  tried.    That  took  about  a  month  or  six  weeks  to  try. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Where  was  that  case  tried,  and  when  ? 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  an  Oregon  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  That  was  tried  the  latter  part  of  September 
or  the  first  part  of  October  and  November. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  And  did  you  prepare  the  case  before  the  trial  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  For  the  trial  of  it;  yes,  sir.  It  had  already  been 
investigated. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  you  were  in  attendance  on  that  case  continu- 
ously throughout  the  trial? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  was  there  all  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  Then,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  while  you  were  laid  off 
of  the  Alaska  claims  you  were  kept  busy  with  these  Oregon  cases, 
were  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  was  busy  all  the  time  on  these  Oregon 
cases. 

The  Chairman.  And  during  that  time  you  had  ample  opportunity 
to  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  What  cases  were  you  working  on  in  October  when  Mr. 
Ballihger  requested  you  not  to  proceed  further? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  working  on  the  Pacific  Furniture  case  when  he 
asked  me  not  to  proceed  further. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  case  was  on  trial  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  during  the  trial  of  this  case  that  Mr.  Ballinger 
was  down  in  Portland  at  the  time  I  had  the  conversation  with  him  at 
the  Portland  Hotel. 

Mr.  James.  How  long  did  he  request  you  to  stay  off  these  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Off  the  Alaska  cases? 

Mr.  James.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Until  after  the  election. 

Mr.  James.  Who  were  the  men  he  mentioned  about  contributing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  mentioned  C.  J.  Smith,  who  is  a  prominent  business 
man  in  Seattle,  and  also  H.  C.  Henry,  who  is  a  banker  and  railroad 
contractor  in  Seattle. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Those  are  Cunningham  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  What  reason  did  he  give  for  wanting  you  not  to  pro- 
ceed further? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  having  an  awful  hard  time  getting  cam- 
paign funds.  The  same  situation  existed  in  Oregon;  they  were  hav- 
ing trouble  there  because  the  people,  some  of  them,  were  dissatisfied 
there. 

Mr.  James.  He  thought  if  this  investigation  was  stopped  cam- 
paign, funds  would  commence  coming  in? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  about  (hat. 

Senator  Sutherland.  What  did  Mr.  Ballinger  say  about  campaign 
funds? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  said  he  was  having  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  in 
securing  liberal  contributions  to  the  campaign  fund  that  fall,  and 
then  he  cited  as  an  instance  H.  C.  Henry  and  C.  J.  Sftiith.  He  said 
they  had  heretofore  donated  liberally  to  the  fund,  but  this  year  they 
were  very  much  dissatisfied;  they  were  sore  at  the  administration 
and  the  manner  in  which  they  had  been  kept  from  getting  their 
patents. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  at  that  conversation  that  you  agreed  with 
Mr.  Ballinger  that  you  would  not  press  the  cases  until  after  election, 
was  it  not? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes ;  I  told  him  that.  I  could  not  investigate  them 
anyway,  because  I  was  in  the  midst  of  that  trial,  and  that  trial  lasted 
until,  1  think,  after  the  election.  I  could  not  get  away  until  after 
that  trial  was  over. 

Mr.  James.  Did  Mr.  Ballinger  in  this  conversation  with  you  make 
any  statement  as  to  his  having  raised  campaign  funds,  or  the  interest 
he  was  taking  in  that  direction  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  knew  that;  that  he  was 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Ballinger  was  not  running  for  any  office, 
was  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Just  a  minute,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  did  not  catch  your 
answer,  Mr.  Glavis.    You  knew  what? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  knew  he  was  on  the  campaign-fund  committee — I 
don't  know  whether  they  called  it  a  committee — but  he  was  telling 
me  about  his  going  around  to  raise  the  money. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  If  you  will  hand  me  your  letter  now,  Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  not  finished  reading  it.    Shall  I  finish  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes;  I  thought  you  had  finished  it. 

Mr.  Glavis  (continuing  to  read) : 

You  must  be  "  head  over  heels  "  in  work,  but  I  trust  you  will  keep  us  posted 
on  the  termination  of  these  cases,  from  time  to  time,  so  that  we  can  advise  the 
Secretary's  office  of  the  progress  of  the  work  and  make  them  realize  that  the 
boys  are  "  up  to  date." 

Very  truly,  yours,  Fred  Dennett, 

Commissioner. 
Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis, 
Portland,  Oregon. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  put  that  letter  in  evidence? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  We  put  that  in  evidence.     Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  what  is 
the  next  letter  you  have? 
Mr.  Glavis.  A  letter  dated  November  24,  1908. 
Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  you  read  that  letter,  or  shall  I  read  it? 
Mr.  Glavis.  You  may  read  it. 
Mr.  Brandeis  (reading) : 

Washington,  D.  C,  November  24, 1908. 
Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oregon. 
Sir  :  The  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Interior  wishes  me  to  express  to  you  his 
apprecintion  of  the  successful  outcome  of  the  prosecutions  in  fav.or  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  the  cases  of  the  Pacific  Furniture  Company  and  the  Washington  coal 
cases,  the  latter  recently  decided  by  Judge  Hanford.  This  office  joins  with  the 
Secretary  in  complimenting  you  for  your  work  in  these  cases,  and  especially  the 
quick  work  you  made  in  the  Pacific  Furniture  Company  case,  having  only  had 
the  case  turned  over  to  you  in  April  last. 

Very  respectfully,  Fred  Dennett, 

Commissioner. 
WWA  • 

Is  there  one  other  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  haven't  it  with  me. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  there  is  one  other  letter — a  personal  letter 
to  you. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  If  you  will  just  look  through  there,  I  think  there 
is  one  other  letter.  I  will  have  to  introduce  that  letter  out  of  order, 
Mr.  Chairman,  as  Mr.  Glavis  does  not  seem  to  have  it  here. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes ;  here  it  is. 
Mr.  Brandeis.  You  have  that  other  one? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  one  other  letter,  dated  November  30,  1908, 
from  Fred  Dennett,  commissioner,  and  it  reads  as  follows : 

My  Deab  Glavis:  Please  accept  my  congratulations  on  the  successful  termi- 
nation of  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  cases.  The  Secretary  expressed 
his  pleasure  at  the  termination  of  these  cases,  as  well  as  at  the  Smith  verdict. 

With  best  wishes, 

Yours,  truly,  Fred  Dennett,  Commissioner. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  dated  November  30.  The  other  one,  I 
think,  was  dated  November  24  or  26. 

The  Chairman.  1909? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  1908.  These  are  all  within  the  same  month.  What 
was  this  Smith  verdict  that  you  were  congratulated  on,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  a  criminal  case  that  I  was  working  on  in 
October.  It  involved  about  a  hundred  stone  entries  and  conspiracy 
under  the  timber  and  stone  act.  There  were  about  11  defendants. 
Four  or  five  pleadedguilty,  5  were  tried,  and  3  were  convicted. 

The  Chairman.  Were  they  C.  A.  Smith  entries? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  That  was  not  the  case  at  all.  C.  A.  Smith 
was  a  civil  case ;  this  was  a  criminal  case. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  account  for  the  fact  that  there  were  no 
criminal  prosecutions  instituted  against  the  C.  A.  Smith  Company? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  That  was  before  I  was  in  Oregon,  during 
that  land  fraud. 

The  Chairman.  Civil  suits  were  instituted? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Civil  suits  were  instituted  at  that  time,  but  there  was 
not  any  chance  of  bringing  criminal  suits.  The  statute  of  limita- 
tions had  almost  expired. 

The  Chairman.  The  statute  of  limitations  had  expired  on  the 
criminal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  statute  of  limitations  expired  in  three  years,  and 
those  on  the  civil  cases  expired  in  six  years,  and  we  had  only  two  or 
three  months  to  bring  these  suits. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  long  did  this  Smith  case  take? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Which  one? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  This  one  that  you  got  the  verdict  in. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  took  me  atx>ut  six  weeks.  That  is  what  we  call 
the  Pacific  Furniture  case. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  same  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  the  same  case. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  Attorney-General,  on  page  760  of  this  Senate 
Document  No.  248,  calls  attentions  as  follows: 

On  April  11,  1908,  In  writing,  he  requested  the  General  Land  Office  to- 
Forward  to  me  at  Portland  all  original  papers  relating  to  Alaska  coal  cash 
entries  and  coal  declaratory  statements.  Also  wire  local  land  office  in  Alaska 
to  do  likewise.  Statute  of  limitations  will  prevent  criminal  prosecution  after 
next  October.  The  cases  therefore  must  be  presented  next  month.  Only  Sim- 
monds  and  Christopher  groups  now  involved,  but  all  papers  are  necessary 
should  others  develop,  as  time  would  then  be  too  limited  to  secure  same. 
<!>.,  24.) 
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On  April  13,  1908,  the  General  Land  Office  telegraphed  him : 

No  entries  of  papers  In  this  office  except  Cunningham  group.  Register  and 
receiver  at  Juneau  telegraphed  to  forward  papers.     (D.,  24.) 

On  the  same  day  Commissioner  Dennett  instructed  the  register  and  receiver 

at  Juneau  by  telegram  to- 
Forward  to  Louis  R.   Glavis,  chief  of  field   division,   Portland,  Oreg.,  all 

original  papers  coal  cash  entries  and  coal  declaratory  statements  of  locations* 

(D.,  25.) 

May  20, 1908,  the  register  and  receiver  advised  Commissioner  Dennett  that — 

Upon  receipt  of  your  telegraphic  instructions  of  April  13,  1908,  all  of  the 
papers  on  file  in  this  office  relating  to  coal-land  declaratory  statements  and 
pending  application  and  entries  were  prepared  and  forwarded  to  L.  R.  Glavis, 
chief  of  field  division,  Portland,  as  therein  directed,    (D.,  p.  25.) 

Commissioner  Dennett  in  his  statement  says: 

When  Mr.  Glavis  was  here  In  May,  1909,  I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that 
complaints  were  being  made  that  these  papers  were  not  on  file  in  the  local 
land  office,  and  therefore  were  not  open  to  consultation.  He  cited  the  authority 
which  was  given  the  register  and  receiver  at  Juneau  to  send  these  pa]>ers  to 
him,  and  under  which  he  held  them.  Upon  my  asking  him  whether  they  had 
been  submitted  to  the  grand  Jury  he  said  "No."  *  *  *  Mr.  Glavis  still 
has,  so  I  am  Informed,  these  papers.     (D.,  p.  25.) 

And,  he  might  have  added,  he  has  never  taken  any  action  whatever  to  bring 
those  criminal  prosecutions  which  he  advised  the  Land  Office  must  be  brought 
before  October,  1908,  to  escape  the  bar  of  the  statute  of  limitations. 

Is  that  true,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  it  is  not  true. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  are  the  facts? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  absolutely  false.  In  May  or  April,  1908,  I  had 
Special  Agent  Jones  call  upon  the  United  States  attorney  at  Seattle, 
Wash.,  Mr.  Elmer  Todd— I  have  forgotten  his  initial — and  lay  the 
matter  before  him,  and  he  afterwards  wrote  me  a  letter  stating  that  he 
would  like  the  Department  of  Justice  to  direct — that  he  would  pre- 
sent this  matter  to  the  grand  jury — that  because  the  lands  were 
located  in  Alaska  and  the  claimants  were  in  Seattle,  he  was  in  some 
doubt  as  to  the  question  of  jurisdiction,  whether  the  actions  should 
be  brought  in  Seattle  or  whether  they  should  be  brought  in  Alaska. 
I  had  a  conference  once  or  twice,  I  think,  with  him  about  that — at 
least  I  talked  to  him  about  it,  and  he  wrote  me  this  letter,  and  I  pre- 

Eared  a  report  along  in  June  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
.and  Office,  stating  the  facts,  which  I  intended  to  transmit  along 
with  a  copy  of  the  United  States  attorney's  letter,  and  recommended 
that  the  Department  of  Justice  be  directed  to  request  the  United 
States  attorney  to  present  the  matter  to  the  grand  jury;  but  I  learned 
that  Dennett  was  expected  in  Portland  a  short  time  after  writing  that 
letter,  so  I  did  not  send  it,  and  when  Mr.  Dennett  came  to  Portland 
we  discussed  the  whole  situation.  I  went  over  the  evidence  with  him 
and  showed  him  the  United  States  attorney's  letter,  and  we  discussed 
it — that  is,  after  I  had  been  called  off  the  case.  I  think  it  was  along 
in  July,  some  time  between  the  1st  and  15th  of  July,  that  Dennett  was 
in  Portland,  and  he  said  that  he  thought  they  should  not  be  criminally 
prosecuted;  that  if  we  canceled  all  the  claims,  that  would  be  sufficient 
punishment  for  them. 
Mr.  Graham.  By  " he  "  you  mean  who?  \ 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Dennett.  ; 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  He  was  then  the  land  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  land  commissioner.  That  is  why  there 
was  no  prosecution. 

Mr.  James.  What  offense  had  they  committed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  had  committed  the  same  offense  that  we  dis- 
cussed this  morning — conspiracy  to  defraud  the  United  States. 

Mr.  James.  Well,  they  had  to  commit  perjury  to  do  that,  did  they 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  But  it  is  very  hard,  much  harder,  to  prose- 
cute under  the  perjury  statute  than  it  is  under  the  conspiracy  stat- 
ute, so  we  usually  used  the  conspiracy  statute. 

Mr.  James.  So  that  he  thought  keeping  them  out  of  the  land  would 
inflict  sufficient  punishment  for  committing  perjury? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  would  be  punished. 

Mr.  James.  If  you  kept  them  out  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  He  took  that  view  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  thought  they  had  not  intentionally  com- 
mitted such  a  serious  crime. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  correspondence 
with  Mr.  Todd,  to  which  Mr.  Glavis  has  referred,  is  not  in  Senate 
document  248 ;  we  have  included  it  in  the  list  of  documents  requested. 

Now,  I  call  your  attention,  Mr.  Glavis,  to  a  series  of  letters  which 
appear  in  the  record,  the  first  being  the  letter  of  May  12, 1908,  which 
appears  at  page  228 ;  and,  second,  the  letter  of  May  28,  1908,  which 
appears  on  page  229;  and,  third,  the  letter  of  June  3,  1908,  which 
appears  on  page  229.  I  will  read,  first,  the  letter  of  June  3,  1908, 
because  it  is  one  which  has  been  much  discussed.  It  is  n  letter  from 
Fred  Dennett,  commissioner,  to  L.  R.  Glavis,  Chief  of  Field  Division, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  and  it  reads  as  follows: 

June  3,  1908. 
Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis. 

Chief  of  Field  D I  visum,  Portland,  Oreg. 

Sir:  There  is  hereto  attached  copy  of  an  act,  approved  May  28, 1908  (S.  6805), 
"  To  encourage  the  development  of  coal  deposits  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska." 

You  will,  therefore,  so  modify  the  scope  of  your  investigations  and  subsequent 
reports  in  reference  to  Alaska  coal  lands  as  is  made  necessary  by  the  terms  and 
provisions  of  the  foregoing  bill. 

The  General  Land  Office  and  the  department  appreciate  the  very  thorough  and 
efficient  manner  in  which  you  conducted  your  investigation  in  reference  to  the 
real  situation  in  the  Alaska  coal  matters.  It  was  largely  by  your  report  of  facts 
that  this  office  was  enabled  to  prove  by  the  record  what  are  the  necessities  of 
the  Alaska  coal  fields  and  what  were  the  various  efforts  to  unlawfully  acquire 
title  to  such  lands. 

Very  respectfully,  Fbed  Dennett,  Commissioner. 

Now,  turning  back  to  the  letter  of  May  12, 1908,  on  page  228,  from 
the  Secretary  to  Mr.  Glavis,  dated  Washington,  May  12, 1908,  it  is  as 
follows : 

Department  or  the  Interior, 

Washington,  May  12,  1908. 

Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 

Sib  :  Upon  receipt  of  wire  from  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office 

releasing  this  letter  yon  are  hereby  authorized  to  employ,  at  a  salary  of  $7  per 

day,  without  subsistence,  for  service  in  bringing  up  the  work  in  the  General 

Land  Office,  not  now  current,  and  of  official  record  in  your  office,  the  following 
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male  temporary  employees,  for  not  exceeding  six  months :  Two  timber  cruisers, 
competent  to  run  survey  lines  and  scale  timber;  two  practical  miners,  who  are 
competent  to  qualify  as  witnesses  as  to  the  coal  or  metalliferous  character  of 
lands. 

Each  of  these  temporary  assistants  must  be  men  of  good  moral  character  and 
reputation,  and  have  had  previous  actual  experience  in  the  particular  line  of 
service  to  be  performed  under  this  employment.  They  will  submit  usual  daily 
reports  through  your  office. 

You  are  also  authorized  to  pay  their  necessary  transportation  and  sleeping- 
car  fares  while  on  official  business  within  your  jurisdiction. 

You   will    make   payments   herein    authorized   from   the   appropriation   for 
*•  Depredations  on  public  timber,  protecting  public  lands,  etc." 
Kespectfully, 

James  Rudolph  Garfield, 

Secrelaiy. 

(Through  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  I-and  Office.) 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  I  suppose  from  this  letter,  where  he 
speaks  about  releasing  by  wire,  that  this  was  not  to  become  approved 
until  the  appropriation  had  passed? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  it,  precisely,  and  there  is  also  a  letter  at 
the  top  of  page  229 — a  telegram,  rather,  as  follows : 

Secretary  of  Interior  letter  May  12  released.  Bill  signed  carrying  $500,000  for 
field  work;  half  immediately  available.  Limitation  of  office  letter  April  28 
revoked.    Push  work. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  letter  relating  to  the  suspension  of  the 
Alaska  work? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No,  sir;  that  was  the  letter  limiting  his  general 
appropriation  and  telling  him  the  obligations  would  not  be  paid. 
The  suspension  of  the  Alaska  work  was  May  2.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis, 
referring  to  those  two  letters  of  May  12  and  June  3,  and  the  telegram 
of  May  28,  was  not  that  telegram  a  direction  to  you  to  resume  work 
on  the  Alaska  coal  cases — was  it  or  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  was  not. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Why  do  you  say  it  was  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  it  referred  to  the  work  they  wanted  to  bring 
up — the  routine  work  in  Oregon. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  you  give  the  committee  some  idea  of  what 
that  work  was  and  what  the  conditions  of  those  matters  in  the  Oregon 
office  were  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  about  possibly  two  thousand  cases  there, 
and  there  were  a  lot  of  cases  coming  in  under  the  new  regulations 
on  the  timber  and  stone  act,  which  required  us  to  estimate  the  timber 
and  appraise  the  land,  and  there  were  cases  there  that  had  been 
pending  eight  or  nine  years,  some  of  them  since  the  entry  had  been 
made,  and  had  not  been  patented  yet.  There  were  a  lot  of  them 
four  or  five  years  old.  and  it  was  the  purpose  to  bring  that  old 
work  up  to  date,  and  also  to  keep  up  the  work  pending  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Were  you  immediate  chief,  Mr.  Schwartz,  and  the 
land  commissioner,  Mr.  Dennett,  informed  of  the  work  that  you 
were  engaged  in  constantly,  and  of  the  fact  that  no  work  whatever 
was  being  done  on  the  Alaska  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  we  made  the  reports — all  the  agents  did,  and 
myself — and  they  were  to  go  to  a  clerk  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  office,  in 
the  same  room  where  Mr.  Schwartz  worked.  This  clerk  handled 
the  daily  report.  We  also  made  a  monthly  report  showing  what 
work  we  had  accomplished — no,  I  do  not  know  whether  we  made  a 
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monthly  report  at  that  time  or  not,  but  it  was  about  that  time  that 
we  did, 

Mr.  Brandeib.  I  call  the  committee's  attention  to  another  tele- 
gram, which  I  will  put  in  evidence,  dated  September  23.  1908,  and 
which  appears  on  page  502,  being  a  telegram  of  Davis  to  Schwartz, 
which  is  in  cipher,  but  which,  translated  is  as  follows : 

Matter  mentioned  In  my  wire  of  23d;  more  special  agents  required  for 
trials  and  Smith  Lumber  Company  cases.  Also  Alaska  situation  and  other 
matters.    Will  meet  you  in  Helena. 

Mr.  Glavis,  do  you  recall  that  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  you  did  thereafter  meet  Mr.  Schwartz  at 
Helena? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  as  a  result  of  that  meeting,  will  you  look  at 
this  telegram  of  Mr.  Schwartz  to  the  commissioner  ot  April  29, 
which  I  now  introduce  in  evidence,  as  follows : 

Helena,  Mont.,  29. 
Com  missioner.  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C; 
By  wire  to  Glavis  at  Portland  authorize  thirty  days'  employment  of  two 
special  assistants  $6  per  diem,  plus  transportation  expense,  no  subsistence; 
also  at  once  advise  Department  of  Justice  that  land  office  has  assigned  seven 
additional  men  and  entire  force  available  for  necessary  work  in  pending  court 
cases.    I  have  made  assignments. 

Schwartz. 

The  following  telegram  contains  the  following  notations  on  face: 
"Authority  to  (jlavis  to  employ  special  assistants.  Advice  to  De- 
partment of  Justice.  Answered  by  wire  to  Glavis  September  30, 
1908,  and  letter  to  Attorney-General  September  30,  1908.    M.  F." 

Also  the  following  telegram  on  page  503 : 

M.  F.     "  P "  08—169924.     M.  F.  -  JDY 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  September  80,  1908. 
The  Attorney-Gen er ax, 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  by  wire  from  Helena,  Montana,  by 
even  date,  chief  of  the  field  service,  H.  H.  Schwartz,  advises  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office  that  seven  additional  men  and  the  entire  field  force 
available  at  Portland,  Oregon,  have  been  assigned  to  necessary  duty  in  pending 
court  cases  in  that  district. 

Very  respectfully,  (Signed)  Frank  Pierce, 

Acting  Secretary. 

F.D. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  September,  not  December. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  September  30,  1908. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  page  229,  on  which 
there  is  a  letter  from  the  commissioner.  Have  you  put  that  into  the 
record  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Of  June,  1908? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  put  it  into  the  record  and  have 
read  it. 

The  Chairman.  That  shows  that  Mr.  Glavis  was  authorized  to 
go  on  with  the  Alaska  cases  after  that  appropriation  had  passed. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  was  just  putting  in  these  letters  and  was  going  to 
ask  him,  with  the  permission  of  the  committee,  a  question  in  regard 
to  that  matter.  V^OOgie 
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The  Chairman.  That  letter  of  June  3  sneaks  for  itself.  It  is  a 
very  brief  letter.  The  appropriation  passea  May  28,  and  this  letter 
was  written  on  June  3. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.  I  will  ask  Mr.  Glavis  whether  that  letter 
and  the  telegram  of  the  28th  were  considered  by  him  as  instructions 
to  proceed  with  the  investigation  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  or,  to  put 
it  in  other  words,  as  a  revocation  of  the  order  given  him  May  2  to 
suspend  investigations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  was  not.  Mr.  Schwartz  did  not  consider 
it  such  either,  and  Mr.  Dennett  did  not  when  we  discussed  the  Alaska 
cases  in  July  at  Portland,  Oreg. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Why  do  you  say  that  Mr.  Schwartz  did  not  so  con- 
sider itK 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  had  talked  about  when  we  would  go  ahead  with 
the  Alaska  investigations,  what  was  necessary  to  be  done,  and  when 
we  could  do  that  work. 

Mr.  B ram deis.  And  what  did  Mr.  Schwartz  say? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  realized  that  I  was  still  under  instructions  not  to 
investigate. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  when,  if  ever,  did  Mr.  Schwartz  discuss  with 
you  the  resumption  of  the  investigation  of  the  coal  cases  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  time  we  discussed  it  personally  was  along  in 
1909. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  want  to  ask  you  to  turn  to  page 
229  of  this  report  and  look  at  that  letter  of  the  commissioner  of  June 
3.     Did  you  receive  that  letter  from  the  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  received  that,  and  I  received  the  copy  of 
the  act  that  it  referred  to.  That  letter  was  one  of  transmittal,  trans- 
mitting that  act. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  not  authority  for  you  to  proceed  with 
the  Alaska  investigation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  consider  it  such.  It  said  "  so  modify 
the  scope  of  your  investigations  and  subsequent  reports."  At  that 
time  I  was  not  making  any  investigations  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 
I  considered  if  they  wanted  me  to  thev  might  have  thought  that  I 
had  some  reports  that  I  could  have  made  under  that  new  act,  and  in 
view  of  the  act  and  the  evidence  I  had  secured  prior  to  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  answering  on  this  point,  I  would 
like  to  refer  to  a  passage  in  the  record  here. 

Mr.  Graham.  Just  a  question  there,  please.  At  the  time  you  re- 
ceived that  letter  you  were  in  Portland,  Oreg.  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  was  in  Portland. 

Mr.  Graham.  Would  it  be  necessary  for  you  to  have  proceeded  to 
Alaska  in  order  to  investigate  the  Alaska  claims? 
^  Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  be  necessary  to  have  made  a  full  examina- 
tion of  the  Alaska  coal  claims. 

Mr.  Graham.  Could  you  have  pursued  the  Alaska  investigation 
while  you  remained  in  Portland? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  there  were  quite  a  number  of  people  who  we 
could  have  seen  that  we  had  not  seen  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Glavis,  at  that  time,  did 
you  not  have  some  of  your  force  at  work  on  the  Alaska  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  June;  no,  sir. 
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The  Chairman.  None  of  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Were  they  all  engaged  in  the  Oregon  case  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  might  have  had  some  agent  at  work  in  Alaska,  but 
not  on  the  Alaska  coal  cases.  We  had  this  timber  work  and  other 
work. 

The  Chairman.  So  you  had  some  of  them  up  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  might  have  had. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  put  them  on  the  timber  cases  instead 
of  the  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  had  not  been  directed  to  resume  my  coal 
investigation. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  been  directed  to  take  up  the  investiga- 
tion of  the  other  matters  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  not  been  called  off  of  the  other  matters. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  had  two  sets  of  investigations  going  on 
all  the  time,  one  about  the  coal  land  in  Alaska  and  one  about  the 
other  land  in  Alaska  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  did  not  have  two  sets  of  investigations  going 
on  at  the  same  time. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  two  classes  of  lands. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Two  classes  of  cases. 

The  Chairman.  Two  classes  of  lands — coal  land  and  the  other 
land. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  there  were  other  kinds  of  cases  instead  of 
coal  cases ;  there  were  mineral  cases,  and  -the  selling  of  timber,  and 
some  two  or  three  other  matters. 

Senator  Paynter.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  have  not  read  the  act  of — March,  I 
believe  it  is— 1908 

Mr.  Glavis.  May  28. 

Senator  Paynter.  Has  that  any  reference  to  timber  or  timber 
lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  This  is  the  passage  that  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  chairman  to  on  page  501,  tne  last  paragraph  of  the  letter  of 
September  23,  1908 : 

I  am  still  of  the  opinion  that  these  claims  (namely,  the  Alaska  coal  claims) 
were  fraudulent  and  that  the  orders  issued  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  at 
the  time  the  Alaska  coal  bill  was  pending  in  Congress  to  temporarily  suspend  his 
investigations  should  now  be  revoked  and  he  should  be  directed  to  proceed  with 
a  view  to  establishing,  by  necessary  evidence,  the  complete  facts  in  relation  to 
the  Cunningham  and  Guggenheim  claims. 

That  is  dated  September  28,  1908,  three  months  after  this  letter  of 
June  3  referred  to;  and  I  also  call  your  attention,  on  page  229,  to 
the  passage  in  the  letter  of  October  7,  1908,  being  a  letter  written 
evidently  in  pursuance  of  that  recommendation  of TVfr.  Schwartz,  as 
follows :  "  Your  investigation  of  these  coal  entries  " — this  is  written 
to  Mr.  Glavis  by  Mr.  Schwartz,  and  it  appears  in  several  places,  but 
on  page  229  it  appears  at  the  bottom  of  the  page  : 

Your  investigation  of  these  coal  entries  was  temporarily  deferred  during  the 
pendency  in  Congress  of  a  bill  to  provide  additional  laws  for  acquiring  title  to 
Alaska  coal  lands.  Since  that  time  the  condition  of  business  in  your  district 
has  been  such  thnt  no  further  investigation  has  been  had  on  these  particular 
entries. 
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You  are  directed  to  complete  your  investigations  along  the  original  lines, 
and  so  prepare  the  Government's  case  as  to  be  able  to  present  all  the  facta  at 
a  hearing  in  the  event  you  flually  make  adverse  report,  and  ask  for  the  can- 
cellation of  these  entries. 

Senator  Sutherland.  I  want  to  ask  you  a  question  on  a  matter 
that  I  did  not  understand:  Were  you  investigating  any  coal-land 
matters  in  Oregon? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  we  had  all  the  nonmineral  entries  classified 
as  coal  lands.  We  suspended,  pending  an  examination  by  coal  ex- 
perts, or  coal  miners,  to  ascertain  the  mineral  and  nonmineral  char- 
acter of  the  land — that  is,  coal  and  noncoal. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Were  you  investigating  coal-land  matters 
in  Oregon  as  well  as  in  Alaska  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  speak  of  the  routine  business  of  your  office 

The  Chairman.  I  wish,  Mr.  Brandeis,  that  you  would  read  that 
on  page  230,  next  to  the  last  paragraph  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  letter  in 
this  connection?  commencing  with  the  words  "This  office  has  been 
informally  advised,"  etc. 

Mr.  Brandeis  (reading) : 

This  office  has  been  informally  advised  that  the  various  entry  men,  known  as 
the  "Cunningham  group,"  have  concluded  to  stand  iij  on  the  old  law  :md  ask 
for  a  patent  upon   the  now  ]>eiuling  applications. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  law  of  1904,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  refers  to  the  1904  act. 
Mr.  Brandeis  (reading) : 

Secretary  of  Interior  letter  May  12  released.  Bill  signed  carrying  $500,000 
for  field  work,  half  immediately  available.  Limitation  of  office  letter  April  28 
revoked.    Push  work. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  sufficient. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  like  to  explain  what  he  meant  by  "  until  I  had 
completed  my  investigations  of  these  Cunninghams."  He  meant  by 
that  tho  field  investigations,  because  just  before  that  I  had  discussed 
with  Mr.  Schwartz  the  necessity  for  field  examinations. 

The  Chairman.  Up  to  this  time  you  had  been  simply  securing 
affidavits  from  the  different  claimants  in  the  Cunningham  group,  had 
you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  had  got  affidavits  from  all  of  them  at  this 
time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Practically  all  of  them.  There  was  a  lot  of  docu- 
mentary evidence,  but  to  make  our  case  much  stronger,  we  thought 
that  some  of  the  documentary  evidence  showed  that  they  were  work- 
ing a  tunnel  and  there  would  be  a  lot  of  work  done  on  one  claim  for 
the  benefit  of  all  of  them,  and  that  the  different  entrymen  were  ex- 
pending money  for  improvements  on  somebody  else's  claim,  and  we 
wanted  to  get  that. 

The  Chairman.  You  could  not  well  make  that  examination  in  May 
and  June,  could  you,  while  you  were  on  the  Oregon  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  this  was  discussed. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  you  had  taken  all  this  record  evidence, 
affidavits  on  different  claims,  and  had  got  that  practically  completed 
before  vou  went  to  Oregon,  had  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  we  had  got  pretty  near  all  that. 
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The  Chairman.  After  you  had  completed  that,  and  got  all  that 
kind  of  evidence,  it  remained  simply  for  the  field  examination  to  be 
made;  and  you  could  not  make  that  field  examination  until  July  on 
account  of  tne  snow  and  the  climate,  could  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  So  that,  even  had  you  been  foot  loose  and  had  the 
money  in  May  and  June,  you  could  not  have  gone  up  there  to 
Alaska  and  made  that  field  examination  successfully,  could  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  we  could  not. 

The  Chairman.  The  Government  could  not  suffer  any  detriment 
by  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  in  the  Cunningham  cases ;  but  it  did,  as  I  referred 
to  in  my  report.  I  had  not  in  mind  solely  the  Cunningham  cases, 
but  I  had  800  other 

The  Chairman.  Were  not  all  those  cases  in  the  same  region,  back 
of  those  regions  in  the  Katalla  district  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  there  were  about  700  more  applications  to 
be  secured  in  the  States  that  we  had  to  secure.  That  is  what  I  had 
in  mind ;  retarding  the  investigation. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  was  the  significance  of  the  field  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  show  that  all  the  improvements  were  being  made 
for  the  joint  use  and  benefit  of  the  several  entrymen;  that  improve- 
ments, as  would  be  indicated,  had  been  made  by  the  report  of  Cun- 
ningham's expert  by  one  big  tunnel.  Well,  all  the  machinery  books 
showed  that  they — we — were  paying  the  same  men  for  this  work  done 
on  one  claim,  and  he  thought  that  when  we  made  a  field  examination 
and  ascertained  that,  that  then  it  would  show  conclusively  that  the 
other  coal  claimants  must  have  had  some  understanding  with  the  men 
that  they  were  doing  .their  work  on  the  claims  for.  That  i?,  I  mean 
by  that,  that  the  same  32  men  would  not  pay  for  the  development  of 
another  man's  coal  claim  unless  they  expected  some  return  from  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  actual  working  of  these  coal  claims  as 
they  would  appear  from  an  examination  in  the  field;  you  do  not 
mean  that  they  had  an  antecedent  agreement  for  pooling  all  the 
claims  and  putting  them  into  a  single  corporation  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  it. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  expected  the  evidence  to  show  that  the  improve- 
ments that  were  made  were  made  in  common  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  made  for  the  joint  use  and  benefit. 

Mr.  Madison.  Yes ;  that  is  what  I  meant  to  say,  that  the  improve- 
ments were  not  individual  improvements,  but  improvements  that  ap- 
plied to  the  benefit  of  all. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  that  the  buildings  and  all  were  made 
like  a  company  would  make  them. 

Mr.  Madison.  Certainly;  that  is  the  point  exactly,  that  the  im- 
provements were  in  common. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  the  investigation  there  on  the  field  would  show 
that  they  were  not  acting  separately,  as  33  separate  individuals,  but 
all  acting  together  in  developing  the  property  m  unison  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  But  you  said  you  had  discussed  this  matter  with  Mr. 
Schwartz,  the  importance  of  such  an  investigation? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  recall,  he  did;  he  called  my  attention  to 
the  necessity  of  bringing  out  this  particular  point. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  you  said  that  there  were  some  six  or  seven 
hundred  more  applications  in  regard  to  coal  claimants  which  you 
could  get  in  various  parts  of  the  United  States.  Why  was  it  that  you 
did  not  finish  up  one  case  and  then  go  to  the  next?  Why  did  you 
keep  them  all  going  at  the  same  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  my  idea  was  to  investigate  them  and  see  all  the 
people  in  that  city  at  one  time;  otherwise  I  would  just  see  those  in  a 
separate  group  at  one  time,  and  it  would  require  years  to  finish  the 
work  and  cost  the  Government  thousands  of  dollars,  whereas  by  see- 
ing all  the  people  in  one  city  we  made  much  better  headway  with  the 
investigation,  and  also  did  not  give  them  an  opportunity  to  talk 
among  themselves  so  much. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  AVas  there  any  reason,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
protecting  the  Government's  interest,  why  you  did  not  want  to  bring 
one  case  to  trial  and  hearing  before  the  other  and  get  a  decision  on 
it  before  the  others  were  ready  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  we  wanted  to  finish  our  investigation  of 
all  of  them  before  any  hearings  were  brought  in  in  any  particular  one 
for  the  reason  that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  jealousy  among  the 
various  coal  claimants,  and  there  was  a  good  deal  of  talk  that  one  was 
going  to  be  shown  more  partiality  than  another,  and  they  were  get- 
ting so  that  they  were  talking  among  themselves,  to  a  certain  extent, 
and  I  wanted  to  see  them  fight  among  themselves.  In  fact,  by  some 
of  them  fighting  among  themselves,  one  would  tell  on  one  and  the 
other  on  the  other.    I  think  that  is  indicated  by  Harriman's  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  letter  that  was  introduced  in  evidence 
that  was  sent  you  by  Mr.  Schwartz  in  connection  with  the  letter  of 
October  7? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  that  is  the  letter  which  T  introduced  in  evi- 
dence, but  I  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to  read  it  to  the  committee. 
Now  you  have  covered  this  period  up  to  the  end  of  November,  show- 
ing how  you  were  occupied  up  to  November,  1908.  Now,  how  soon 
after  that  did  you  begin  to  do  work  on  these  Alaska  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  in  March,  1909,  that  I  made  the  report. 

Mr.. Brandeis.  Why  did  you  not  do  any  work  during  the  month  of 
December,  January,  and  February  in  those  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  on  the  special  cases,  and  we  had  over  a  hundred 
hearings  to  attend  and  a  lot  of  other  work.  We  had  another  con- 
spiracy case  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  there  also  a  special  investigation  undertaken 
at  the  request  of  Secretary  Garfield? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  was  that  investigation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  taken  up  in  January,  1909 — in  December, 
1908,  I  came  East  on  work  on  some  large  civil  cases  that  were  pend- 
ing in  the  United  States  court. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  were  those? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  the  C.  A.  Smith  cases. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  did  they  involve? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  They  involved — well,  they  estimated  roughly  about  a 
million  dollars'  worth  of  timber  land  in  Oregon,  and  I  came  on  to 
Washington  about  December  25  from  Chicago.  I  was  getting  some 
evidence  at  Chicago,  and  Secretary  Garfield  wanted  me,  that  isr 
directed  me  to  make  a  report  in  Idaho — some  charges  that  Senator 
Borah  was  making  about  the  efficiency  of  the  special  agents'  force 
there,  and  also  some  other  matters — and  I  completed  my  work  upon 
the  C.  A.  Smith  cases  about  June  15,  in  Idaho,  took  a  special  agent 
there,  and  we  worked  until  about  the  middle  of  February.  I  went 
back  to  Portland  once  during  that  time.  Then  I  had  the  time;  I 
could  get  up  with  my  work  again,  and  got  these  reports  out.  I  was 
ordered  to  make  these  reports  on  all  the  coal  cases.  That  is  the  tele- 
gram of  March  8  or  March  10,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  in  November  that  you  got  authority  or 
were  directed  to  resume  investigation  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Either  October  or  November.  I  think  it  was  Oc- 
tober. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  did  nothing  in  that  line  from  then  until 
March  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  have  the  opportunity. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  other  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  could  have  put  one  or  two  agents  per- 
haps on  it,  but  it  was  work  I  thought  I  should  give  my  personal 
attention  to. 

Mr.  Brandbis.  Why  did  you  think  you  should  give  your  personal 
attention  to  that  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  involved  millions  of  dollars'  worth  of  property 
and  was  an  important  case.  I  was  personally  responsible  for  the  in- 
vestigation ana,  furthermore,  I  had  been  more  successful  in  starting 
each  investigation  of  each  group  in  a  town  by  myself  and  then  the 
agents  following  that  work  up. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is,  you  considered  it  important  that  you  per- 
sonally should  undertake  to  initiate  the  investigation  as  to  each 
particular  group. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  these  other  cases  on  which  you  were  engaged 
during  December,  January,  and  February  were  cases  that  you  had 
been  directed  specifically  to  take  up  there  by  Secretary  Garfield  or 
the  Land  Commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  they  were  Senator  Borah's  charges.  I  was  di- 
rected specifically  to  take  up  civil  cases  that  it  was  necessary  to  take 
up  after  conferences  with  the  United  States  attorney. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  the  investigation  undertaken  under  the  di- 
rection of  the  Secretary  in  connection  with  Senator  Borah's  request 
took  up  how  much  of  your  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  took  up  about  a  month  approximately,  and  then 
we  had  a  lot  of  hearings  on  reports  where  we  took  about  three  or 
four  hundred  affidavits. 

The  Chairman.  There  were  four  months  then  in  this  interval  that 
you  did  not  do  anything  on  the  Alaska  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  we  could  not  complete  the  investigation  any- 
way. 

The  Chairman.  After  four  months — after  you  had  received  in- 
structions to  take  up  the  work  again  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir;  we  could  not  complete  the  investigation  any- 
way till  the  fall  of  1909. 

The  Chairman.  No,  but  you  could  have  gone  on  with  this  other 
work  of  getting  the  other  claimants  in  the  other  groups,  could  you 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  could  have  gone  on  with  that,  but  it  would  not 
have  expedited  the  reports  any,  oecause  we  could  not  make  complete 
report  till  the  fall  of  1909. 

The  Chairman.  I  understood  you  to  sav  that  you  could  not  dispose 
of  the  Cunningham  cases  until  you  got  the  proof  on  the  other  cases ; 
that  thev  were  so  connected  that  by  keeping  them  all  on  the  gridiron 
you  could  keep  up  the  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  could  not  complete  the  Cunningham  reports  until 
the  fall  of  1909.  We  had  to  make  a  field  examination  in  each  one  of 
those  groups.  We  did  not  know  what  we  would  find.  We  knew 
what  we  would  find  in  the  Cunningham  cases,  and  we  thought  it  of 
importance  to  make  field  examinations  in  each  one  of  them. 

The  Chairman.  How  much  of  those  four  months  were  you  at 
Seattle — what  proportion  of  the  time  did  you  spend  at  Seattle  during 
those  four  months  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  My  headquarters  at  that  time  were  at  Portland,  Oreg. ; 
I  do  not  think  I  was  in  Seattle  but  very  little.  My  daily  reports 
would  tell  exactly  what  days  I  was  in  Seattle. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  of  your  field  force  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  except  what  actually  might  have  been  there 
going  to  Alaska  on  the  timber  work — on  the  routine  work. 

The  Chairman.  You  had  taken  all  of  your  force,  then,  away  from 
the  Alaska  work  on  this  other  work  in  those  four  months? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  took  them  off  May  2,  1908.  I  had  not  put  them  on 
again  when  I  was  instructed  in  October  to  resume  my  investigations. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  referring  to  the  period  in  November  when 
vou  had  authority  to  resume  the  Alaska  work — from  that  time  until 
March  you  took  them  all  away  from  the  Alaska  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  not  in  the  Alaska  work. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  put  them  on  to  that  work — any  of 
them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  put  them  on  to  the  Alaska  coal  in- 
vestigation. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  I  mean — none  of  your  force. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  On  any  of  the  occasions,  on  any  of  the  groups? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  investigation  could  not  be  completed  until  the 
fall  of  1909,  so  I  had  plenty  of  time  then  to  wait  until  the  spring  of 
1909  to  begin  the  investigation. 

Mr.  James.  So  there  was  nothing  lost  by  the  delay? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  nothing  was  lost  by  the  four  months. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  you  feel  that  the  work  you  were  doing  at  this 
time  was  imperative ;  that  is,  that  it  should  be  done  at  that  time  and 
be  entitled  to  precedence  over  the  Alaska  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  very  important  work.  I  could  not  judge  that 
on  Senator  Borah's  matter,  because  I  had  given  special  instructions; 
I  had  no  alternative;  and  in  the  C.  A.  Smith  cases  the  United  States 
attorney  thought  I  should  give  that  my  attention. 
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Mr.  Madison.  How  much  of  those  four  months  that  have  been  re- 
ferred to  was  consumed  in  the  examination  of  Senator  Borah's  cases, 
which  you  say  you  were  instructed  to  attend  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  took  about  a  month  or  six  weeks  of  our  time — I 
do  not  recall  exactly. 

Mr.  Madison.  About  one- fourth  of  the  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  about  that.  We  took  a  lot  of  those  affidavits, 
those  that  had  to  be  copied,  and  we  had  to  make  extracts  from  all  the 
stuff. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  it  require  all  your  force  on  Senator  Borah's 
work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  I  had  one  agent  working  on  it  with  me — two 
for  a  while. 

Mr.  Madison.  How  much  of  the  four  months  was  consumed  in 
these  cases  that  the  United  States  attorney  said  you  ought  to  person- 
ally give  your  attention  to?  $ 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  spent  about  three  or  four  weeks  on  that — pretty 
nearly  a  month,  counting  the  traveling  necessary  to  be  done.  Then 
we  had  a  hundred  or  a  hundred  and  fifty  hearings  in  the  land  cases — 
those  old  homestead  entries  and  other  entries  that  some  settlers  had 
been  waiting  for  a  hearing  on  for  four  or  five  years ;  hundreds  that 
had  been  suspended,  and  we  thought,  and  in  fact  the  office  requested 
us  to  try  all  those  old  cases.  It  was  not  fair  to  delay  action  in  them 
any  more  than  it  was  on  any  other  cases,  and  we  were  cleaning  those 
cases  up. 

Mr.  James.  If  work  had  not  been  suspended  in  May,  I  believe  it 
was,  could  you  have  completed  these  Alaska  inquiries? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  if  the  work  had  not  been  suspended  in  May 
we  woulc}  have  had  complete  reports  in  the  General  Land  Office  in 
the  fall  of  1908. 

Mr.  James.  In  the  fall  of  the  same  year? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Because  you  would  have  gone  to  Alaska,  is  .that  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  In  the  summer  of  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  sir.  As  it  was,  when  the  summer  was  over  we 
could  not  do  anything  until  the  next  summer. 

Mr.  Madison.  Now,  during  these  four  months  of  delay,  that  was 
in  the  winter,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  These  men  who  were  claiming  these  lands  had  per- 
fected their  title,  except  obtaining  the  bare  legal  title  from  the 
Government? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  is,  assuming  that  everything  was  all  right, 
they  owned  the  equitable  title,  and  all  that  was  necessary  was  to  issue 
the  patent  and  to  give  them  the  legal  title — I  say,  assuming  that 
everything  was  all  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  So  that  they  were  in  possession  of  the  equitable 
title  and  in  possession  of  the  property  during  those  four  months, 
were  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Madison.  Could  they  have  done  work  or  made  any  improve- 
ments during  those  winter  months  ? 

Mr.  Glavi8.  No,  sir;  they  make  the  improvements  in  the  summer 
time  now. 

Mr.  Madison.  It  would  have  been  impossible  for  them  to  have  done 
any  work  there  in  the  way  of  improving  their  property  during  those 
months  that  you  were  delayed  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  not  familiar  enough  with  the  conditions  up  there 
to  state.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  they  could  not  have  kept  a 
force  of  men  in  the  tunnel  if  they  had  kept  the  snow  away,  so  that 
they  could  have  worked  underground.  They  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  aoing  most  of  their  work  in  the  summer  time. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  find  on  page  281  of  this  report,  a  let- 
ter of  yours  replying  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 
It  is  a  letter  dated  rortland,  Oreg.,  September  19,  applying  for  au- 
thority to  purchase  dogs  for  work  in  Alaska  at  $50  apiece. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  letter  had  probably  better  be  read  into  the 
record. 

The  Chairman  (reading) : 

Department  of  the  Interior. 

General  Land  Office, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  Sept  ember  10,  1 008. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  Referring    to  my  letter  of  this  date  In  reference  to  the  work  in  Alaska, 
I  have  the  honor  to  respectfully  make  requisition  for  authority  to  expend  $400 
for  the  purchase  of  six  dogs  at  $50  apiece  and  $100  for  equipment,  such  as  sled, 
harness,  etc. 

And  then  the  other  sentence  is  not  material.  In  reply  to  that  you 
received  a  telegram  from  the  commisisoner  as  follows :" 

[Telegram.]    * 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  October  21,  1008. 
L.  R.  Glavis, 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office,  Portland,  Oreg.: 
You  are  authorized  to  expend  necessary  part  of  $500  for  purchase  of  dog  team 
and  equipment  ns  per  your  letter  September  19.    Do  not  purchase  unless  abso- 
lutely  necessary. 

(Signed)  Dennett,  Commissioner. 

Did  you  buy  those  dogs  and  start  up  with  them  to  Alaska  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.*  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  buy  them.  That  was  a  recommen- 
dation we  made  when  we  went  through  there  in  the  summer  of  1908 
to  consider  how  we  could  best  sell  the  timber  in  Alaska.  Most  of 
the  timber  work  was  done  in  the  winter  time  in  the  Fairbanks  region. 

The  Chairman.  So  those  dogs  were  intended  for  the  timber  work 
and  not  for  the  coal  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Entirely  so.  We  could  not  make  an  examination  of 
the  coal  land  while  the  snow  was  on  the  ground,  and  this  was  for  the 
winter  work. 

The  Chairman.  Did  vou  buy  the  dogs? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  did  the  timber  work,  but  one  of  those  that  we 
sent  up  to  Alaska  that  winter  to  do  that  work  that  arrived  in  south- 
western Alaska  they  found  that  they  could  get  along  better,  get  over 
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the  trail  better,  by  not  buying  the  dog  team  when  they  could.  They 
took  a  horse  and  went  over  on  a  stage  to  the  Fairbanks  region  and 
worked  out  of  Fairbanks  on  foot.  They  did  not  use  the  dog  team 
there. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  now  past  5  o'clock,  and  the  committee  will 
adjourn. 

(Accordingly  at  5  o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.  the  committee  ad- 
journed until  to-morrow,  Saturday,  January  29,  1910,  at  10  o'clock 
a.  m.) 


SATUBDAY,  JANUABY  29,   1910. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior 

Department  and  Forestry  Service, 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  29, 1910. 
The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the -Interior  Department  and 
Forestry  Service  met  pursuant  to  adjournment  at  10  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Nelson  (chairman),  Flint,  Sutherland,  Root, 
and  Fletcher;  Representatives  McCall,  Olmsted,  Denby,  Madison, 
James,  and  Graham ;  Mr.  Paul  Sleman,  secretary ;  also  Mr.  Louis  D. 
Brandeis  and  Joseph  R.  Cotton,  jr.,  representing  Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavis. 
The  Chairman.  I  desire  the  record  to  show  at  this  point  the  letter 
of  Secretary  Ballinger  dated  December  21,  1909,  to  Hon.  Wesley  L. 
Jones,  United  States  Senate,  which  was  read  by  Senator  Jones  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

(The  paper  is  as  follows:) 

The  Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  Dcccmhcr  21,  1009. 
My  Deab  Senator:  Any  investigation  by  Congress  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment or  of  any  of  its  officers  should  be  sufficiently  broad  and  far-reaching  to  put 
at  rest  the  suspicions,  criticisms,  and  representations  of  corrupt  or  improper 
practices  heretofore  charged  against  the  present  administration  thereof;  and, 
furthermore,  such  investigation  should  embrace  the  Forest  Service,  since  I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  the  pernicious  activity  of  certain  of  its  officers  has  been 
the  source  of  inspiration  of  these  charges  and  involve  in  part  the  common  ad- 
ministration of  the  public  domain. 

The  best  interests  of  the  Interior  Department  require  a  broad  and  thorough- 
going investigation,  and  I  assure  you  it  can  not  be  made  too  broad  in  its  scope 
to  suit  me  and  those  under  me,  who  have  likewise  suffered  indignities,  unjust 
censure,  and  deliberate  misrepresentation  of  facts  that  are  plain  upon  the 
records. 

I  therefore  court  the  widest  and  fullest  inquiry  by  Congress  into  these  mat- 
ters, and  since  you  have  stated  to  me  your  desire  to  aid  me  in  establishing  be- 
fore Congress  and  the  country  the  Injustice  of  the  attacks  which  have  been 
made  and  reiterated  from  time  to  time,  I  shall  hope  that  there  will  be  no  delay 
in  the  offering  of  a  proper  resolution  of  investigation. 

The  Investigation  called  for  by  House  resolution  No.  142,  to  make  a  full  and 
complete  investigation  of  the  conduct  of  the  General  I^ind  Office  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  during  recent  years  relative  to  coal  lands  and  other  public 
domain  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  etc.,  is  entirely  too  narrow  to  accomplish  a 
fuli  and  impartial  investigation  such  as  I  desire. 

Very  truly,  yours,  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Secretary. 
Hon.  Wesley  L*.  Jones, 

United  States  Senate. 
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The  Chairman.  I  also  desire  the  record  to  show  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Pinchot  to  Senator  Dolliver,.  dated  January  5,  1910,  and  read  by 
Mr.  Dolliver  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

(The  letter  is  as  follows:) 

United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 

Office  of  the  Forester, 
Washington,  January  5,  1910. 
Hon.  J.  P.  Dolliver, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 

United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator:  In  accordance  with  your  request,  I  am  glad  to  make  a 
statement  concerning  certain  actions  of  Messrs.  Price  and  Shaw,  chiefly  in  refer- 
ence to  claims  for  coal  lands  located  within  the  Chugach  National  Forest  By 
my  direction  they  have  prepared  an  official  report  upon  the  subject,  which  I  am 
transmitting  at  once  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

This  report  shows  that  Messrs.  Price  and  Shaw  made  public  certain  official 
Information  regarding  the  so-called  "  Cunningham  claims "  for  coal  lands  In 
Alaska.  The  effect  of  the  publication  was  to  direct  critical  public  attention  to 
the  actions  of  the  Interior  Department. 

It  shows  also  that  they  countenanced  the  publication  by  L.  R.  Glavis  of  cer- 
tain facts  concerning  these  claims  after  he  had  been  dismissed  from  office,  and 
that  in  other  ways  they  endeavored  to  direct  public  attention  to  the  imminent 
danger  that  the  Alaska  coal  fields,  still  in  government  ownership,  might  pass 
forever  into  private  hands  with  little  or  no  compensation  to  the  public. 

The  report  further  makes  it  clear  that  the  information  in  reference  to  the 
Cunningham  coal  claims  made  public  by  Price  and  Shaw  was  properly  within 
the  knowledge  of  the  Forest  Service,  because  these  claims  lie  chiefly  within  a 
national  forest.  This  information,  also,  was  of  a  nature  proper  to  be  made 
public  unless  there  are  secrets  which  the  people  of  the  United  States  are  not 
entitled  to  know  concerning  the  source,  nature,  and  progress  of  claims  made  for 
portions  of  the  public  lands.  The  rumor  that  the  Glavis  report  to  the  President 
was  prepared  In  or  by  the  Forest  Service  is  incorrect.  At  Gla vis's  request  I 
sent  Shaw,  as  it  was  proper  I  should,  to  Chicago  to  assist  him  in  arranging  his 
material  for  submission  to. the  President.  No  material  contained  in  the  Glavis 
report  was  contributed  either  directly  or  indirectly  by  any  member  of  the  Forest 
Service. 

Messrs.  Price  and  Shaw  were  confronted  by  an  extraordinary  situation.  In- 
formation had  come  to  them  which  convinced  them  that  the  public  Interests  in 
a  matter  within  the  line  of  their  official  duties  were  in  grave  danger  at  the 
hands  of  fraudulent  claimants  to  these  coal  lands. 

Action  through  the  usual  official  channels,  and  finally  even  an  appeal  to  the 
President,  had  resulted  (because  of  what  I  believe  to  have  been  a  mistaken 
impression  of  the  facts)  in  eliminating  from  the  government  service,  in  the 
person  of  Glavis,  the  most  vigorous  defender  of  the  people's  interests.  Further- 
more, the  refusal  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  assume  responsibility  in 
the  cases  had  left  their  conduct  wholly  in  the  hands  of  subordinates,  each  of 
whom  was  apparently  committed  in  favor  of  patenting  these  claims. 

Finally,  from  the  report  as  a  whole,  It  is  abundantly  evident  that  the  action 
of  Price  and  Shaw  was  taken  with  the  single  object  of  protecting  the  property 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  It  is  clear  not  only  that  they  acted  from  a 
high  and  unselfish  sense  of  public  duty,  but  that  they  deliberately  chose  to  risk 
their  official  positions  rather  than  permit  what  they  believed  to  be  the  wrongful 
loss  of  public  property. 

You  asked  me  what  recommendation  I  would  make  to  Secretary  Wilson  as  to 
Price  and  Shaw.  Without  hesitation  I  shall  take  the  position  that  their  action 
violated  a  rule  of  propriety  as  between  the  departments.  It  deserved  a  repri- 
mand and  has  received  one.  But  I  shall  recommend,  likewise  without  hesita- 
tion, that  no  further  action  in  their  case  is  required. 

My  reasons  for  this  recommendation  are  as  follows: 

The  action  of  these  two  men  was  most  unusual,  but  so  was  the  situation 
which  called  it  forth.  The  best  proof  is  that  Congress  itself  has  been  asked  to 
take  the  extraordinary  step  of  investigating  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
notwithstanding  that  it  is  part  of  a  coordinate  branch  of  the  Government.  This 
action  of  Congress  can  not  be  ascribed  to  the  conduct  of  two  subordinate  officials. 

Ppice  and  Shaw  successfully  directed  public  attention  to  a  national  danger. 
They  increased  the  people's  Interest  in  the  people's  property,  and  powerfully 
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fostered  the  desire  to  conserve  It.  There  Is  now  far  less  chance  that  the  Alaska 
coal  fields  will  pass  into  the  hands  of  fraudulent  claimants  than  there  was 
before  they  acted. 

They  acted  on  what  they  believed  to  be  trustworthy  information.  Many  con- 
siderations which  bad  not  been  brought  home  to  the  President's  mind,  as  ap- 
pears from  his  letter  of  September  13,  had  weight  with  them. 

The  rules  of  official  decorum  exist  in  the  interest  of  efficient  administration, 
and  of  that  alone.  If  they  are  used  to  prevent  an  honest  and  vigilant  officer 
from  saving  the  property  of  the  public,  their  purpose  is  violated,  and  they  have 
become  worse  than  useless. 

Price  and  Shaw  concede  that  what  they  did  transgressed  propriety.  But 
measured  by  the  emergency  which  faced  them,  by  the  purity  of  their  motives, 
and  the  results  which*  they  accomplished,  their  breach  of  propriety  sinks  well- 
nigh  to  Insignificance. 

I  disclaim  any  intention  or  desire  to  shirk  any  part  of  my  own  legitimate 
responsibility  for  what  was  done  by  Price  and  Shaw,  who  were  selected  by 
me  and  trained  in  the  Forest  Service.  If  they  appealed  too  readily  to  public 
opinion,  it  must  be  remembered  that  they  belong  to  a  service  which  has  been 
and  is  now  almost  wholly  dependent  upon  enlightened  public  approval. 

1  have  known  Mr.  Price  for  about  fifteen  years  and  Mr.  Shaw  for  about 
seven  years.  They  are  honorable  men  of  great  experience  and  high  efficiency 
In  their  work,  and  of  peculiar  value  to  the  Government.  They  endangered  their 
positions  and  the  chance  to  continue  their  life  work  for  the  sake  of  protecting 
the  interests  of  the  people  in  this  country  in  a  matter  of  vast  public  importance. 
They  deserve  no  further  condemnation. 

What  Price  and  Shaw  did  raises  a  question  of  principle  which  should  not  be 
obscured  either  by  personal  considerations  or  possible  mistakes  on  their  part 
This  question  relates  to  the  duty  of  a  public  officer.  It  may  be  answered  thus; 
A  public  officer  is  bound  first  to  obey  the  law  and  keep  within  it.  But  he  is 
also  bound,  at  any  personal  risk,  to  do  everything  the  law  will  let  him  do  for 
the  public  good. 

In  taking  unusual  steps  under  this  principle  of  public  duty  the  faithful  pub- 
lic servant  may  risk  reprimand  or  dismissal.  So  may  any  man  who  does  his 
duty  under  difficulties. 

JefFerbon  said,  in  justification  for  the  unusual  action  of  the  Txmislana  pur- 
chase: 

"The  Executive,  In  seizing  the  fugitive  occurrence,  which  so  much  advances 
the  good  of  their  country,  has  done  an  act  beyond  the  Constitution.  The  Legis- 
lature, in  casting  behind  them  metaphysical  subtleties  and  risking  themselves 
like  faithful  servants,  must  ratify  and  pay  for  it,  and  throw  themselves  on  their 
country  for  doing  for  them,  unauthorized,  what  we  know  they  would  have  done 
for  themselves  had  they  been  In  a  situation  to  do  it." 

When  Price  and  Shaw  forced  publicity  concerning  the  Cunningham  claims, 
they  broke  no  law,  and  at  worst  were  guilty  only  of  the  violation  of  official 
propriety.    Without  question,  they  did  for  the  people  of  this  country  what  the 
people  would  have  done  for  themselves  had  they  been  in  a  situation  to  do  It 
Very  sincerely,  yours, 

GlFFOBD  PlNCHOT,  FOTCSter. 

The  Chairman.  A  record  will  also  be  made  of  the  letter  to  the 
committee  from  Mr.  Pinchot,  dated  January  25, 1910. 

(The  paper  is  as  follows:) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  25,  1910. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Committee  of  Investigation,  etc., 

United  States  Senate. 

Sib:  I  beg  to  comply  with  your  request  that  I  should  submit  a  suggestion  re- 
specting certain  matters  which,  in  my  opinion,  ought  to  be  included  in  the  scope 
of  the  Investigation  to  be  conducted  by  your  committee. 

It  Is  based  on  my  belief  that  there  is  a  real  issue  between  the  two  depart- 
ments now  under  investigation,  not  only  in  respect  to  fidelity  to  the  administra- 
tion of  existing  laws,  but  in  their  conception  of  national  policy  as  to  the  public 
property  under  their  respective  control.  The  right  attitude  of  administrative 
officers  toward  the  great  national  policy  of  conservation  has  been  In  question 
throughout     For  example,  I  believe  that  the  history  of  the  Alaska  coal  claims 
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demonstrates  not  only  a  lack  of  fidelity  to  the  public  interest  under  existing  law, 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  but  shows  conclusively  the  absolute  necessity 
for  a  change  in  the  law  In  the  interest  of  national  conservation. 

My  suggestion  is  this:  That  one  of  the  efforts  of  the  committee  should  be  to 
obtain  such  information  respecting  the  administration  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  and  of  the  Forest  Service  in  the  past  as  will  be  of  practical  use  in 
advancing  the  interests  of  the  policy  of  conservation  in  the  future.  This  means, 
among  other  things,  a  consideration  of  what  has  actually  been  done  and  is 
being  done  with  our  coal  and  timber  lands  and  with  our  water-power  sites 
under  existing  law,  with  a  view  to  the  framing  of  such  a  body  of  new  legisla- 
tion as  will  prevent  the  abuses  that  exist  or  are  threatened. 

To  show  the  practical  operation  of  our  present  laws  and  their  administra- 
tion, I  suggest  the  committee's  consideration  of  the  following  specific  matters 
among  others,  each  one  of  which  has  entered  into  and  formed  a  part  of  the 
controversy  now  under  investigation: 

First.  Have  the  laws  governing  the  location  and  entry  of  conl  lands  been  so 
administered  as  to  fulfill  the  intention  with  which  these  laws  were  enacted? 
Have  these  coal  lands  been  passing  into  the  hands  of  those  who  need  the  bounty 
of  the  United  States  in  the  interest  of  the  diffusion  of  prosperity,  the  promo- 
tion of  settlement,  and  the  general  welfare?  Or  have  they,  in  fact,  through 
dummy  en  try  men  and  speculators,  been  steadily  passing  into  monoi>olistic  con- 
trol? Should  not  better  administration  have  been  attained  even  under  the 
existing  laws,  or  is  not  new  and  constructive  legislation  imperatively  neces- 
sary to  prevent  speculative  exploitation,  compel  the  use  of  the  public  coal  lands 
for  the  public  benefit,  and  protect  them  for  present  and  future  generations? 

Second.  Has  the  administration  of  the  laws  governing  the  disposal  of  water- 
power  sites  been  as  efficient  for  the  protection  of  the  public  interest  as  exist- 
ing laws  permit?  Or  has  there  been  an  administrative  failure  to  use  such 
powers  as  the  present  laws  give,  and  are  the  laws  themselves,  even  if  well  ad- 
ministered, inherently  deficient;  and  if  so,  ought  not  such  measures  to  be 
forthwith  adopted  as  will  insure  the  preservation  and  reversion  to  the  people 
as  a  whole  of  natural  resources  temporarily  granted  by  them  to  individuals 
upon  conditions  which  promise  fit  remuneration  to  the  grantors,  which  prevent 
the  private  exploitation  of  the  property  of  the  people,  and  guard  against  the 
future  concentration  in  a  few  hands  of  the  one  certain  and  perpetual  source 
of  Industrial  power? 

Third.  Are  the  laws  governing  the  disposal  of  timber  on  Indian  lands  and 
the  administration  thereof  such  as  to  lead  to  the  protection  of  these  forests 
from  fire,  the  protection  of  the  forest  Itself  on  timber-bearing  lands,  and  the 
prosperity  of  the  Indians  through  the  provision  of  a  continuous  opportunity 
for  remunerative  labor?  Or  are  these  laws  and  their  administration  such  as 
to  lead  to  the  destruction  of  Indian  timber  by  fire,  the  management  of  their 
forests  by  men  unskilled  in  forestry,  or  the  wasteful  reduplication  in  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior  of  an  organization  fit  to  handle  these  forests  already 
in  existence  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture? 

The  investigation  of  these  matters  will,  I  believe,  satisfy  the  committee  that 
existing  laws  are  faulty  and  that  their  administration  has  in  many  instances 
endangered  the  public  interest.  The  events  which  preceded  my  dismissal  from 
the  service  of  the  United  States  were  incident  to  the  administration  of  unsound 
laws  by  officials  with  radically  divergent  conceptions  of  national  policy.  The 
great  cause  of  conservation  demands  the  enactment  of  a  body  of  law  that  is 
both  sound  and  clear.  It  must  never  be  forgotten,  however,  that  the  welfare  of 
the  cause  can  not  but  be  affected  by  the  aims  and  methods  of  administrative 
officers.  I  respectfully  suggest  that  the  results  of  the  investigation  of  this  com- 
mittee may  be  made  of  great  practical  value  with  reference  to  immediate  legis- 
lation upon  these  subjects  and  to  the  establishment  of  right  administrative  prac- 
tice. Some  of  the  measures  now  pending  contain  features  inconsistent  with 
sound  and  enlightened  policy. 

This  is,  as  I  have  stated,  a  suggestion  respectfully  submitted  for  your  consid- 
eration. It  goes  without  saying  that  I  stand  ready  to  meet  any  other  issue  that 
may  be  presented  and  that  may  seem  to  the  committee  within  the  scope  of  the 
reference.  I  should  like  to  have  it  understood  that  I  neither  withdraw  nor 
modify  views  heretofore  expressed  by  me  respecting  the  inadequate  protection 
which  the  public  interest  has  been  receiving,  but  I  am  willing  to  subordinate  all 
personal  considerations  to  the  advancement  of  the  cause  to  which  I  am  devoted. 

In  a  communication  heretofore  placed  in  your  hands  you  have  been  assured  of 
the  harmony  of  action  between  me  and  my  former  subordinates  In  the  Forest 
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Service,  Messrs.  Price  and  Shaw.  *  We  are  represented  by  the  same  counsel,  who 
will  be  placed  at  the  service  of  the  committee  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  the 
matters  which  I  have  specified.  I  am  assured  that  counsel  for  Mr.  Glavls 
indorse  the  suggestion  now  submitted  and  are  desirous  of  dealing  with  the 
present  situation  in  a  way  consonant  with  its  inherent  importance  and  the 
dignity  of  the  committee. 

Very  respectfully,  yours,  Gifford  Pinchot. 

The  Chairman.  The  record  will  also  show  a  letter  to  the  committee 
from  Secretary  Ballinger  dated  January  22,  1910. 
(The  letter  is  as  follows:) 

The  Secret aby  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  January  22,  1910. 

My  Dear  Sib  :  The  resolution  authorizing  and  directing  the  investigation  upon 
which  your  committee  is  about  to  enter  provides,  among  other  things,  that 
"  any  official  or  ex-official  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  or  of  the  Bureau 
of  Forestry  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  whose  official  conduct  is  in  ques- 
tion may  appear  and  be  heard  before  the  joint  committee  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof,  in  person  or  by  counsel." 

Inasmuch  as  the  resolution  in  its  original  forni  was  introduced  in  both  Houses 
of  Congress  at  my  request  in  order  that  certain  baseless  and  scandalous  charges 
» involving  my  integrity  as  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  and  later 
as  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  might  be  fairly  and  impartially  investigated  by  a 
committee  of  Congress,  I  am  not  in  error,  I  imagine,  in  presuming  that  the 
investigation  will  call  in  question  my  official  conduct  and  that  I  would  be 
entitled  to  claim  from  the  beginning  of  your  labors,  the  benefit  of  counsel 
provided  for  in  the  provision  above  quoted.  In  order  that  the  committee  may 
be  under  no  misapprehension  as  to  my  purpose  in  that  regard  and  take  order 
as  to  its  procedure  accordingly,  I  beg  to  inform  the  committee  that  I  shall  not 
appear  before  it  by  counsel,  nor  in  my  own  proper  person,  except  as  a  witness 
wheuever  and  as  often  as  called  on  by  the  committee. 

I  shall  not  criticise  others  who  may  deem  it  proper  to  take  advantage  of  the 
provision  of  the  resolution  to  which  I  have  called  attention,  but  it  does  not  seem 
becoming  in  one  who  sustains  toward  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Republic  the 
relation  of  confidential  adviser  and  immediate  deputy  in  the  administration  of 
one  of  the  departments  of  the  Government,  to  have  the  appearance  of  im- 
posing any  check  or  obstacle,  however  slight,  to  a  full  and  free  investigation 
of  his  official  conduct  by  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government.  Animated 
by  that  view  I  shall  leave  the  investigation  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  com- 
mittee, confident  that  the  only  safeguard  needed  by  me  against  the  wanton  and 
wicked  assaults  to  which  I  have  been  subjected  is  a  full,  fair,  and  impartial 
investigation  by  honorable  and  high-minded  men  acting  under  a  high  sense  of 
the  responsibilities  of  their  positions. 

I  beg  to  further  state  to  the  committee  that  the  records,  books,  documents, 
and  papers  in  the  department,  or  any  of  its  bureaus,  as  well  as  my  personal 
letters  and  files,  are  all  freely  at  its  service  for  the  purposes  of  this  investigation, 
and  also  the  time  of  any  officers  or  employees  who  may  be  supposed  to  have 
knowledge  concerning  the  matters  under  investigation,  and  that  I  hold  myself 
ready  to  appear  before  it  at  any  time  to  testify  personally  as  a  witness,  or  to 
give  It  information  in  my  official  capacity,  or  otherwise. 
With  high  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  A.  Ballinger,  Secretary. 

Chairman  of  the  Joint   Investigation   Committee 

of  the  Two  Houses  of  Congress. 

TESTIMONY  OF  LOUIS  S.  GLA VIS— Resumed. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  come  to  order;  a  quorum  is 
present.    Will  you  proceed,  Mr.  Brandeis? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  stated,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  from  the  receipt  of 
the  telegram  of  May  2,  1908,  ordering  you  to  discontinue  the  investi- 
gation in  the  coal  cases,  up  to  the  beginning  of  March,  1909,  no  ac- 
tion was  taken  by  you.  You  called  attention  to  the  two  letters  which 
had  been  received  by  you,  one  letter  of  June  3,  1908,  and  the  other 
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letter  of  October  7,  1908,  in  reference  to  work  on  these  cases.  I  ask 
you  whether,  aside  from  those  letters,  you  received  any  communica- 
tions, either  by  letter  or  telegram,  relative  to  your  resuming  work, 
or  not  conducting  work  on  the  Alaska  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Brandei8.  During  that  time  you  had  a  number  of  interviews, 
did  you  not,  with  Commissioner  Dennett  and  with  Chief  of  Field 
Division  Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Can  you  state  when  they  occurred  ? 
.  Mr.  Glavis.  I  saw  Mr.  Dennett  in  July,  1908,  and  I 

The  Chairman.  Where? 

Mr.  Glavis.  At  Portland,  Oreg.;  also  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  about  the 
same  time.  It  was  during  the  same  visit  that  he  was  on  the  coast 
I  saw  him  at  both  places. 

The  Chairman.  In  July? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  July,  1908. 

I  also  saw  him  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  in  December,  1908,  and  I  saw 
Mr.  Schwartz  at  Helena,  Mont.,  in  September,  1908,  saw  him  again 
in  Washington,  D.  C.,  during  December,  1908,  and  I  do  not  recall 
having  seen  him  any  other  time.    I  may  have,  however. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  At  any  of  those  interviews  was  anything  said  to 
you  relative  to  your  continuing  the  investigation,  or  any  complaint 
made  that  you  were  not  pursuing  the  investigation  on  the  Alaska 
cases? 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  would  it  not  be  well  to  have  the 
witness  state  what  transpired 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly 

The  Chairman.  Instead  of  asking  him  a  leading  question  like 
that    Let  him  go  on  first  with  Mr.  Dennett's  interviews  with  him. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  already  related  the  interview  I  had  with  Mr- 
Dennett  in  July,  at  Portland,  yesterday;  shall  I  repeat  it? 

The  Chairman.  Then  go  on  to  the  one  at  Seattle. 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  I  just  met  him;  that  was  all.  He  told  me  he 
was  going  to  Portland  and  would  see  me  down  there  and  go  over  the 
business.    I  saw  him  there  two  days  before  he  came  to  Portland. 

Mr.  Madison.  Just  to  refresh  our  recollection,  state,  briefly,  here 
the  conversation  you  had  at  Portland. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  he  was  there  part  of  two  days,  and  we  discussed 
the  work  in  general.  We  discussed  my  going  to  Alaska  and  making 
a  report  as  to  the  manner  in  which  we  could  handle  the  timber  up 
there.  We  discussed  the  coal  cases,  including  my  report  transmitting 
or  furnishing  a  copy  of  the  United  States  attorney's  letter  asking 
that  I  get  the  authority  of  the  Department  of  Justice 

The  Chairman.  This  is  what  you  explained  yesterday  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  just  asked  you  to  state  it  briefly  to  refresh  our 
recollection. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Then  in  December  we  discussed  the  work  while  I  was 
here  in  Washington  in  a  general  way. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  is  all;  I  merely  wanted  to  refresh  our  recol- 
lection— mine  at  least 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  Mr.  Schwartz  and  I  discussed  the  necessity  for 
additional  help  on  the 
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The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  discuss  it  with  Mr.  Schwartz, 
here  or  out  west? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  referring  to  the  interview  I  had  at  Helena, 
Mont,  in  September,  1908. 

The  Chairman.  What  took  place  there  at  Helena? 

Mr.  Glavi8.  We  discussed  the  necessity  for  additional  help  in  the 
land  court  trials  that  were  about  to  come  up  at  Portland,  Oreg.  We 
discussed  the  necessity  for  additional  help  for  the  Alaska  work — the 
timber  work — that  winter,  and  that  was  about  all  that  took  place 
there ;  and  then  in  December,  in  Washington,  when  I  saw  him  next, 
we  discussed  the  general  work  that  was  going  on  in  my  division. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  now,  at  any  of  these  conversations  that  you 
refer  to  with  Mr.  Dennett  or  with  Mr.  Schwartz,  was  any  disposition 
manifested  by  them  to  obstruct  or  hinder  you  in  carrying  on  these 
investigations  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  course,  it  was  not  discussed  during  the  summer 

The  Chairman.  Answer  that  question,  please.  Did  they  indicate 
in  any  shape  or  manner  that  they  wanted  to  obstruct  you  in  carrying 
on  these  investigations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Dennett  told  me,  as  I  stated  yesterday, 
that  he  did  not  think  we  should  prosecute  the  coal  claimants  crimi- 
nally, that  if  we  canceled  the  claims,  he  thought  that  was  sufficient. 

The  Chairman.  That  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  investigation; 
that  was  simply  giving  you  an  opinion;  but  I  asked  you  the  question, 
and  you  can  answer  it.  Did  they  indicate,  either  of  them,  that  they 
wanted  to  obstruct  you  or  hinder  you  in  carrying  on  this  investiga- 
tion in  this  conversation  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  At  that  time? 

The  Chairman.  At  all  of  these  conversations  that  you  referred  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  will  have  to  take  them  up  separately  to  make  myself 
clear. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  have  you  answer  that  question. 
You  can  answer  it  by  "  yes  "  or  "  no,"  and  then  if  it  is  necessary  to 
explain,  you  can  do  that  afterwards. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  that  was  in  the  summer  that  we  discussed  the 
Alaska  coal  cases,  and  we  discussed  it  in  such  a  manner  that  we  both 
understood  I  was  not  directed  to  resume  the  investigation  at  that 
time.  In  the  winter  when  we  saw  them  we  did  not  discuss  the 
Alaska  coal  cases.  At  the  time  I  saw  them  in  the  winter  I  had  been 
directed  to  resume  the  investigation  in  October — October,  1908. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  your  answer  to  my  question,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  during  that  period,  I  mean  the  ten  months 
from  May  2, 1908,  to  the  beginning  of  March,  1909,  render  your  regu- 
lar daily  reports  to  the  omfce,  indicating  the  work  on  which  you 
were  engaged  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  did;  also  all  the  agents  did. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  call  your 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  in  that  connection,  in  May,  by 
the  letter  of  the  department,  or  of  the  General  Land  Office,  you 
were  directed  to  suspend  the  investigation  in  Alaska,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  By  the  telegram  of  May  2  I  was ;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  objected  to  that  because  it  would  inju- 
riously affect  the  investigation  of  the  Ala?ka  coal  cases? 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


166      INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUBEAU  OF  FOBESTBY. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  now,  from  that  stage  when  that  telegram 
was  dated,  from  May  to  October  7,  when  you  got  that  letter  on  Oc- 
tober 7,  you  admit  that  you  had  never  done  any  work  on  the  Alaska 
cases  because  you  were  kept  on  other  work  until  the  following  March? 

Mr.  Glay'is.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  did  the  Alaska  cases  suffer  more  detriment 
in  that  first  period  from  May  to  October  than  they  did  in  the  period 
from  October  to  March  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  they  did,  for  the  reason  that  had  we  been  able 
to  continue  at  the  time  we  were  investigating  there  could  not  have 
been  the  chances  for  posting  the  witnesses  on  the  other  side  that 
there  would  have  been  during  that  four  or  five  months. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  would  not  there  be  the  same  chances  for 
posting  them  from  October  7  to  March? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  if  they  had  not  done  it  up  to  October  I  do  not 
think  they  would  have  done  it  after  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  So  you  do  not  think  there  was  a  danger  in  those 
four  months  that  you  didn't  do  anything,  when  you  had  the  chance 
under  the  order  to  do  it,  that  there  was  in  the  preceding  period  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  did  not  really  have  the  chance  in  the  way  that 
I  had  with  this  other  work,  but  I  do  not  think  it  would. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  now,  what  was  the  difference  between  the 
urgency  of  the  work  that  you  were  called  upon  in  May  to  do  in  Ore- 
gon and  the  urgency  of  the  work  that  you  were  doing  after  October 
when  you  got  that  order — which  was  the  most  urgent  class  of  work 
of  the  two  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  One  could  be  completed  at  once,  and  the  Alaska  case 
could  not  be 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  on  this  outside  work.  I  do  not  refer  to  the 
Alaska  work.  You  were  diverted  by  the  order  or  the  telegram  of 
May  to  go  into  the  Oregon  work  because  of  its  urgency.  After  you 
got  the  letter  of  October  7  you  were  prevented  from  going  into  the 
work,  you  say,  because  you  had  so  much  other  work.  Now,  this  other 
work,  in  both  cases,  which  was  the  most  urgent  work,  that  that  you 
were  transferred  to  in  May  or  the  work  that  you  did  between  October 
and  March? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Alaska  work  in  May 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  refer  to  the  Alaska  work.  I  refer  to  this 
other  outside  work — not  the  Alaska  jvork. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  understand  your  question,  Mr.  Chairman. 

By  direction  of  the  chairman  the  stenographer  read  as  follows: 

After  you  got  the  letter  of  October  7  you  were  prevented  from  going  into 
the  work,  you  said,  because  you  had  so  much  other  work.  Now,  this  other, 
work,  in  both  cases,  which  was  the  most  urgent  work,  that  that  you  were  trans- 
ferred to  in  May  or  the  work  that  you  did  between  October  and  March? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Some  of  the  work  that  I  did  in  May  and  the  work  that 
I  did  between  October  and  March  was  the  same  work,  and  then 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  your  complete  answer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  That  is,  some  of  the  work  that  I  did  during 
both  periods  was  on  the  same  cases.  Then  when  I  arrived  here, 
working  on  that  C.  A.  Smith  case  in  December,  1908 — that  is  the 
case  that  I  was  transferred  to  in  May  from  the  coal  cases — I  was 
i:i*ected  to  do  this  special  work,  and  I  had  no  preference  then  as 
king  it  up. 
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The  Chairman.  And  you  were  directed  to  do  that  special  work, 
because  the  statute  of  limitations  would  soon  run  against  the  cases; 
was  not  that  the  reason  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  May,  you  mean  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  understood  you,  either  yesterday  or  the  day 
before — either  you  or  your  counsel — to  say  that  it  was  only  some 
three  or  four  months  before  the  statute  01  limitations  would  have 
foreclosed  the  civil  cases  and  that  the  criminal  cases  were  already 
foreclosed. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  in  the  civil  cases. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Schwartz  on  page  230  of  the  record,  as  follows : 

The  office  assumed,  and  had  a  right  to  assume,  that  the  instructions  in  letter 
of  October  8,  1908,  would  be  carried  out;  also  that  the  directions  in  letter  of 
June  3.  1908.  would  be  complied  with. 

Have  you  anything  further  to  say  with  reference  to  that  statement 
of  Mr.  Schwartz  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Schwartz  knew  at  that  time  of  all  the  work  I 
had  and  the  force  I  had  to  do  it  with.  He  also  knew  that  the  field 
examinations  in  Alaska  were  necessary  before  I  could  complete  those 
reports,  and  that  it  was  natural  that  I  would  conclude  the  work 
that  I  could  complete  before  taking  up  the  other  work. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  portion  quoted  is  near  the  bottom  of  page  230. 

Mr.  Graham.  The  last  paragraph  but  one? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes.  I  wish  to  introduce  certain  papers  appearing 
in  Senate  document  248,  which  I  will  not  read  fully  but  will  ask 
be  inserted  in  the  record.  ^ 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  page? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  622.  It  is  the  memorandum  of  Mr.  Schwartz 
which  should  go  with  the  letter  of  Mr.  Rogers  that  I  introduced  in 
evidence  as  bearing  upon  the  value  of  the  Cunningham  lands. 

(The  papers  are  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  April  23,  1908. 

Memorandum. 

The  attached  letter  of  M.  K.  Rogers,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  and  which 
Mr.  Rogers  has  marked  personal,  is  confined  to  a  showing  as  to  the  grade  and 
amount  of  coal  In  certain  parts  of  what  are  known  as  the  *'  Cunningham  group  " 
of  coal  claims  in  the  Bering  River  coal  fields  of  Alaska.  If  the  statements  of 
Mr.  Rogers  are  true,  the  coal  lauds  embraced  in  the  Cunningham  group  have  a 
present  value  of  many  million  dollars. 

Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis,  Portland,  Oreg.,  has  advised  this  oflSce  that  he 
will  In  a  few  days  submit  adverse  reports  against  the  Cunningham  group  of 
entries.  If  his  report  warrants  adverse  action  and  there  is  no  legislation  cur- 
ing the  irregularities  charged,  I  advise  that  one  or  two  of  our  coal  experts  ex- 
amine these  lands  at  once,  to  the  end  that  If  the  Cunningham  group  of  entries 
are  canceled  for  fraud  the  lands  may  at  once  be  reserved  from  other  disposition 
till  such  time  as  the  Government  may  determine  whether  it  Is  desirable  to 
retain  these  coal  fields  for  government  purposes. 
Respectfully, 

H.  H.  Schwartz, 
Chief  of  the  Field  Service. 
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[Personal.] 

Seattle,  Wash.,  April  8,  1908. 
Hon.  Jab.  A.  Garfield, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Sib;  Referring  to  our  conversation  about  the  Bering  River  coal  fields, 
when  I  was  In  Washington  a  few  weeks  ago  : 

I  am  sending  you  herewith  some  additional  information  that  may  be  of 
Interest  to  you.    The  sketches,  I  think,  are  self-explanatory. 

No.  1  is  a  plan  and  the  other  is  a  section  of  a  vein  of  coal.  This  vein  is 
located  on  Trout  Creek,  a  branch  of  the  Bering  River,  and  on  what  is  com- 
monly known  as  one  of  the  Cunningham  claims.  This  is  certainly  one  of  the 
largest  exposures  of  first-class  coal  to  be  found;  certainly  there  is  no  such 
exposure  to  be  found  on  anything  tributary  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  One  acre  of 
coal,  including  the  vein  where  the  section  is  taken,  I  estimate  as  having  upward 
of  50.000  tons  of  coal. 

In  the  Monongahela  Valley  in  Pennsylvania,  where  I  was  raised,  coal  lands 
yielding  6,000  tons  of  coal  to  the  acre,  with  coal  selling  at  one-half  the  price  It 
would  here,  is  worth  from  $3,000  to  $5,000  per  acre. 

I  had  this  opening  sampled  as  per  sketch  Inclosed  herewith,  and  the  analysis 
of  ash  is  high  in  several  of  the  samples,  but  this  was  caused  on  account  of  con- 
siderable gravel  being  mixed  with  the  coal,  as  it  was  near  the  surface  and  was 
simply  a  mechanical  mixture  and  could  be  easily  separated  from  the  coal  by 
ordinary  washing.  I  think  5  to  7  per  cent  ash  will  be  a  fair  percentage  of  ash 
for  this  vein  of  coal. 

I  am  also  sending  you  in  the  same  mail  a  piece  of  coal  from  a  24-foot  vein 
on  the  same  coal  belt,  about  8  miles  east  of  this  opening.  I  think  an  analysis 
of  this  coal  will  show  it  to  be  of  a  high  grade  of  semianthracite,  running  per- 
haps 85  per  cent  or  more  in  fixed  carbon.  Should  you  have  this  coal  analyzed 
by  the  department  I  would  be  pleased  to  have  a  copy  of  the  analysis. 

I  desire  this  communication  kept  private,  as  it  is  simply  for  your  own  infor- 
mation. 

Trusting  this  will  be  of  value  to  you,  and  assuring  you  that  if  there  is  any 
further  information  that  I  can  give  you  I  will  be  pleased  to  do  so,  I  beg  to 
remain, 

Yours,  truly,  M.  K.  Rogers. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  there  should  go  into  the  record  the  corre- 
spondence on  page  494,  being  letters  from  Commissioner  Dennett  to 
Mr.  Glavis,  dated  June  3,  1908,  and  Glavis  to  Dennett,  dated  June 
10,  1908. 

(The  letters  are  as  follows:) 

M  P "  H.H.S.  HHS. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  June%  1908. 
Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Sir:  Under  date  of  April  20,  1908,  in  a  letter  to  Chief  of  Field  Service 
Schwartz,  you  transmitted  to  him  a  book  marked  "  Journal "  kept  by  Clarence 
Cunningham,  wherein  is  set  forth  the  original  agreements  and  all  subsequent 
alleged  expenses  and  payments  made  in  what  is  known  as  the  Cunningham 
group  of  coal  claims  in  Alaska. 

Your  letter  of  transmittal,  together  with  copy  of  affidavits  attached  and  the 
book  itself,  have  been  duly  copied  and  compared  in  this  office  and  certified 
copies  retained. 

The  original  book  is  herewith  returned  to  you  by  registered  mail. 

Mr.  Cunningham  has  been  in  this  city  for  the  past  ten  days,  and  during  that 
time  made  complaint  to  this  office  as  to  your  possession  of  the  book  marked 
14  Journal,"  alleging  that  the  same  had  been  taken  from  his  office  surreptitiously 
and  without  his  knowledge  and  consent,  and  in  a  manner  subjecting  the  service 
to  criticism  for  violating  the  fundamental  rules  against  "unlawful  searches 
and  seizures." 

The  chief  of  the  field  service  has  advised  me  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  before 
leaving  the  office  of  Cunningham,  Mr.  Jones  especially  called  the  attention  of 
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Cunningham  and  yourself  to  the  fact  that  this  book  was  one  of  the  records  to 
be  taken  by  you  for  the  purpose  of  copying,  etc. 

It  is  suggested  that  you  and  Mr.  Jones  submit  to  this  office,  in  affidavit  form, 
a  statement  showing  the  knowledge  of  Cunningham,  if  any  he  had,  and  his  con* 
sent  to  your  taking  the  book  in  questfon. 

Very  respectfully,  (Signed)  Fbed  Dennett, 

AFMcC.  Commissioner, 


Transmits  affidavit  of  L.  R.  Glavis,  in  re  Alaska  coal  claims.     Ref.  had  to  letter  "  P  "  HHS, 

dated  June  4,  '08. 

Alaska  3 
Glavis,  L.  R.  (Chief  F  Dlv.) 

[Department  of  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office,  38231.] 

Portland,  Oregon,  June  10,  1908. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  letter  "  P  "  HHS,  dated  June  4,  1908,  I  have 
the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  my  affidavit  corroborated  by  Special  Agent 
Horace  Tillard  Jones,  which  I  trust  fully  explains  the  manner  in  which  I  secured 
possession  of  the  book  marked  "  Journal "  relating  to  the  Cunningham  group  of 
coal  claims. 

I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  Mr.  Cunningham  could  charge  me  with 
having  secured  possession  of  said  book  without  his  knowledge  and  consent,  as  it 
will  be  seen  that  Mr.  Cunningham  loaned  me  the  book,  and  if  he  was  mistaken 
in  the  records  which  he  loaned  me,  he  could  not  have  been  when  Mr.  Jones 
called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  was  taking  the  book  marked  "  Journal." 
It  is  also  evident  that  he  knew  I  had  the  book,  for  how  would  it  have  been  pos- 
sible for  me  to  ask  him  concerning  said  journal  when  taking  his  affidavit,  for  in 
his  affidavit  mention  is  made  thereof. 

Respectfully,  (Signed)  L.  R.  Glavis, 

6822.  Chief  Field  Division. 

(The  affidavit  inclosed  with  the  letter  of  June  10,  1908,  is  as  fol- 
lows :) 

State  of  Oregon,  County  of  Multnomah,  ss: 
L.  R.  Glavis,  having  been  first  duly  sworn,  on  oath  deposes  and  says : 
I  am  special  agent  of  the  General  Land  Office,  with  headquarters  at  Portland, 
Oregon ;  that  about  9.30  a.  m.  on  the  6th  day  of  March,  1908,  at  Seattle,  Wash- 
ington, I  called  upon  Clarence  Cunningham,  agent  for  a  number  of  Alaska  coal 
land  entrymen.  I  introduced  myself  to  Mr.  Cunningham,  telling  him  I  was  a 
special  agent  of  the  General  Land  Office,  and  had  under  investigation  the  coal 
land  entries  made  by  himself  and  others  for  whom  he  was  agent.  Special  Agent 
Horace  Tillard  Jones  accompanied  me  and  was  present  during  the  interview.  I 
likewise  introduced  Mr.  Jones  to  Mr.  Cunningham,  telling  him  that  he  was  also 
a  special  agent.  Mr.  Cunningham  stated  that  he  was  glad  I  was  giving  the 
matter  attention  and  offered  to  assist  me  in  every  way.  He  stated  at  that  time 
he  understood  complaint  had  been  made  that  the  Guggenheim  interests  was 
backing  these  coal  claims.  I  told  him  I  was  unable  to  state  just  what  the 
charges  were,  but  that  I  had  secured  certain  statements  of  expenditures  alleged 
to  have  been  made  by  him  as  agent  for  the  claimants,  and  that  if  I  could  ex- 
amine his  books  and  check  the  statements  therein  with  the  circular  letters  of 
expenditures,  that  this  would  be  good  evidence  that  the  Guggenheim  interests 
were  not  interested.  Mr.  Cunningham  then  stated  that  he  would  be  glad  to 
allow  me  to  examine  his  books  and  took  Mr.  Jones  and  I  to  his  library,  and 
there  showed  us  a  number  of  papers  and  books,  and  in  his  presence  I  examined 
the  journal  and  ledger  kept  by  him.  I  stated  to  Mr.  Cunningham  that  the 
papers  which  I  had  desired  to  check  with  the  books  were  down  town  and  se- 
cured his  permission  to  take  the  books  in  order  that  I  might  compare  the  same, 
which  he  willingly  granted.  In  preparing  to  leave  I  put  the  "  journal "  book 
in  my  pocket,  and  Mr.  Jones  took  the  "ledger."  Mr.  Jones  then  asked  what 
book  I  had  and  whether  I  desired  to  take  both  of  the  books.  I  stated  that  I  had 
the  "  journal "  and  I  thought  it  would  be  best  to  take  both  of  them  as  it  would 
probably  save  time.    Mr.  Cunningham  was  present  and  heard  this  conversation* 
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We  again  met  Mr.  Cunningham,  as  per  appointment,  at  the  Rainier-Grand 
Hotel  at  4  o'clock  the  same  afternoon,  at  which  time  I  stated  to  him  that  I 
had  not  quite  been  able  to  check  the  information  I  desired  from  the  books,  but 
returned  the  4*  ledger"  to  him  and  asked  his  permission  to  take  the  "journal," 
together  with  other  papers  which  he  loaaed  me,  to  Portland,  which  he  agreed 
to.  I  then  took  his  affidavit  concerning  the  coal  claims,  at  which  time  we  again 
discussed  the  "Journal"  and  he  mentioned  the  same  in  his  affidavit,  copy  of 
which  is  hereto  attached. 

(Signed)  L.  R.  Glavis. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  11th  day  of  June,  1908. 

(Signed)  Josephine  A.  Patten, 

Notary  Public  for  Oregon. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Were  not  those  put  in  yesterday? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  June  3,  not  June  4,  relating  to  the  affidavit,  which 
I  omitted  to  put  in. 

The  Chairman.  This  is  the  one  you  put  in,  June  3  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  June  3  was  put  in,  but  not  June  4;  Dennett  to 
Glavis  was  not  put  in,  neither  \yas  the  letter  of  June  10,  on  page  495, 
and  the  affidavit  in  relation  to  the  same  which  appears  on  pages 
495  and  496  in  regard  to  the  Cunningham  journal. 

Then  there  is  the  letter  of.  Dennett  to  the  Secretary  on  page  282, 
the  letter  of  October  24,  in  regard  to  the  allowances  for  Alaska  duty, 
the  extra  allowances  for  Alaska  duty,  which  go  in  in  connection 
with  the  other  letters  preceding;. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Which  is  that  letter,  I  do  not  understand 
that? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  letter  of  October  24,  1908.  We  put  in  the 
earlier  letters,  but  that  was  omitted  by  inadvertence. 

(The  letter  is  as  follows:) 

Exhibit  13. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  October  2!h  1008. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sir  :  There  is  a  large  amount  of  field  work  of  first  magnitude  pending  in  the 
district  of  Alaska.  The  bulk  of  the  natural  resources  iu  that  immense  territory 
are  still  public  property.  There  is,  however,  great  activity  on  the  part  of  private 
individuals  and  corporations  to  acquire  coal,  mineral,  and  other  lands.  The 
development  of  these  lands  require  much  timber,  and  large  amounts  of  timber 
are  being  taken  from  the  public  lands.  It  is  also  apparent  that  valuable  town 
and  power  sites  are  being  held  under  mining  locations. 

Proper  protection  of  the  Government's  interests  requires  a  field  force  larger 
than  that  available  under  present  circumstances.  To  meet  immediate  necessi- 
ties, however,  this  office  will  detail  four  agents  for  Alaska  duty. 

Difficulty  is  experienced  in  securing  good  men  for  Alaska  duty.  The  hardship 
of  winter  travel  limits  the  field  of  selection  to  those  of  perfect  physique,  and  the 
great  cost  of  subsistence  deters  these  men  from  accepting  an  Alaska  assignment. 
The  law  limits  the  per  diem,  in  lieu  of  subsistence,  to  $3  per  day.  In  my  recom- 
mendation for  appropriations  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year  I  have  asked  for  $6 
per  diem  for  Alaska  men. 

Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis,  of  Portland,  Oreg.,  cites  a  few  items  indicative 
of  cost  of  subsistence: 

The  quarter  dollar  is  the  smallest  change  used;  meals  cost  from  $1  to  $1.50 
at  ordinary  stopping  places  and  restaurants;  lodging  costing  from  $2  to  $4 
per  day ;  that  an  agent  must  at  his  own  expense  pay  out  about  $200  for  personal 
.equipment,  such  as  sleeping  bag,  extra  clothing,  etc. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  the  salary  paid  agents  in  Alaska  should  be  such  as  to 
compensate  for  the  actual  difference  between  the  $3  statutory  per  diem  and  the 
real  cost  of  subsistence.    An  increase  of  $3  per  day  in  salary  will  do  this. 
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I  therefore  recommend  that  you  issue  an  order  that  the  salary  of  such  agents 
as  may  from  time  to  time  be  on  detail  in  Alaska  be  increased  $3  per  day  above 
the  amount  stated  in  their  appointment  for  such  time  as  the  agent  is  on  duty 
In  Alaska  or  afloat  proceeding  to  or  returning  from  such  Alaska  duty. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  Fred  Dennett, 

Commissioner. 
Approved,  November  5,  1908. 

Gabfield,  Secretary. 

Mr.  James.  Well,  this  letter  of  June  4  here  of  Mr.  Dennett,  com- 
missioner, to  Mr.  Glavis,  uses  this  language :  "  The  original  book  is 
herewith  returned  to  you  by  registered  mail " — speaking  of  the  Clar- 
ence Cunningham  book.  Did  you  send  him  the  original  book  which 
you  got  from  Cunningham? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Was  that  the  journal  which  was  placed  in  evidence 
yesterday? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  And  that  was  what  he  registered  back  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  So  you  did  not  keep  it  yourself  and  send  him  a  copy  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  made  a  copy,  too,  and  in  my  letter  of  trans- 
mittal I  asked  them  to  make  a  certified  copy  of  it,  and  they  also  made 
a  certified  copy  of  it  before  they  returned  it  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  And  what  did  you  do  with  it  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Then  I  returned  it  to  Cunningham. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  whether  that  book  was  in  the 
handwriting  of  Cunningham? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  ne  told  me  it  was. 

Mr.  James.  I  see  this  letter  also  says: 

Mr.  Cunningham  has  been  in  this  city  for  the  past  ten  days,  and  during  that 
time  made  complaint  to  the  office  as  to  your  possession  of  the  book  marked 
44  Journal,"  alleging  that  the  same  had  been  taken  from  his  office  surreptitiously 
and  without  his  knowledge  and  consent,  and  in  a  manuer  subjecting  the  service 
to  criticism  for  violating  the  fundamental  rules  against  "  unlawful  searches 
and  seizures." 

How  did  you  get  hold  of  that  book  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  explained  that  fully  in  the  affidavit  that  I 
made,  and  that  Mr.  Jones  made  also. 

Mr.  James.  That  was  placed  in  the  record  yesterday. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  in  the  record  now. 

Mr.  Cotton.  It  is  page  495. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  say  now,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  the  statements 
in  that  affidavit  with  reference  to  that  book  are  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Jones,  special  agent,  also  corroborated 
those  statements. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  mean  that  Jones  was  with  you  when  you 
got  the  journal? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  call  attention  to  the  act  of  March  3, 1909,  making 
an  appropriation  of  a  million  dollars,  of  which  $750,000  was  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  current  deferred  work  to  the  General  Land 
Office. 

The  CnAiRMAN.  What  page? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  appears  on  page  231,  in  Mr.  Schwartz's 
statement.    It  is  there  referred  to. 
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I  will  also  call  attention  to  and  introduce  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Schwartz  to  the  chiefs  of  divisions  of  March*  16, 1909,  which  appears 
on  the  same  page  231,  with  regard  to  conducting  their  work  with  a 
view  to 

The  Chairman.  That  is  addressed  to  all  divisions? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  A  general  rule? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

(The  letter  is  as  follows :) 

Mabch  16,  1909. 
Chiefs  of  Field  Divisions,  General  Land  Office: 

By  telegram  of  March  5  you  were  directed  to  place  In  a  new  series  all  cases 
arising  March  4,  1909,  or  thereafter.  To  distinguish  these  cases  from  present 
numbers,  and  at  the  same  time  retain  the  present  filing  and  record  system,  it 
was  required  to  use  the  letter  "x "  as  a  prefix  to  the  new  numbers. 

The  objects  in  view  are  several :  Pending  cases,  including  old  snags,  will  all 
be  closed  out  during  the  coming  fiscal  year — so  far  as  departmental  action  is 
concerned,  in  purely  departmental  cases;  and  so  far  as  any  action  by  the 
department  is  concerned,  prior  to  reference  to  Department  of  Justice  in  cases 
requiring  action  in  the  department.  The  men  necessary  for  this  work  will  be 
supplied.  Each  chief,  within  his  jurisdiction,  and  the  Chief  of  the  Special 
Service  Division  in  the  General  Land  Office  (or  other  office  chief  having  juris- 
diction) will  be  held  directly  and  personally  responsible  for  the  steady  and 
expeditious  clearing  of  the  pending  dockets. 

In  this  connection  your  attention  is  called  to  an  attached  extract  of  the  con- 
fidential explanation  of  a  letter  signed  by  me  and  used  by  the  Secretary  as  a 
basis  for  the  request  of  the  present  appropriation  for  $1,000,000  for  this  service. 
This  extract  covers  some  of  the  more  important  pending  cases  in  your  present 
territory.  The  commissioner  and  myself,  at  the  hearings  before  the  House 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  gave  personal  assurance  that  the  General  Land 
Office  would  appear  before  that  committee  one  year  hence — when  hearings  on 
the  field  appropriation  are  held — and  explain  progress  then  being  made  in 
these  cases.  You  are  particularly  charged  to  push  these  cases  vigorously — com- 
pleting your  own  work  and  urging  prompt  action  by  the  United  States  attor- 
ney where  he  is  in,  or  comes  in,  these  matters.  From  time  to  time,  as  these 
particular  cases  reach  conclusion,  you  will  speedily  report  results,  identifying 
the  case  with  the  item  in  my  letter  asking  for  the  appropriation. 

You  will  also  be  supplied  with  sufficient  men  to  ke:»p  current  the  new  work. 
It  Is  required  that  it  be  kept  current  and  that  no  case  be  allowed  to  lag  either 
because  of  inherent  difficulties  or  by  reason  of  its  geographical  isolation. 

Your  attention,  and  that  of  all  of  your  agents,  is  particularly  addressed  to  the 
paragraph  on  page  2  of  form  4-4SO,  entitled  "  to  new  agents." 

In  addition  to  the  regular  monthly  report,  which  will  be  made  as  now,  you 
will,  each  month,  submit  on  a  monthly  work  sheet  a  statement  showing  condition 
of  cjtaes  which  were  pending  in  your  office  at  the  close  of  business  March  3, 1909. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.   H.   SCHWABTZ, 

Chief  of  Field  Service. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  also  introduce  in  evidence  the  report  of  Assistant 
Secretary  Pierce,  transmitting  the  report  of  the  hearing  of  the 
Alaska  coal  claimants,  which  appears  on  pages  189  to  203,  and  which 
shows  the  hearing  which  took  place  on  March  9, 1909. 

(The  letter  and  report  are  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
Office  of  First  Assistant  Secretary, 

Washington,  March  12,  1909. 
My  Dear  Mr.  Secrefary:  At  your  request  I  gave  the  representatives  of  the 
Alaska  coal  Interests  a  hearing  upon  the  coal  situation  in  Alaska  and  herewith 
hand  you  typewritten  manuscript  of  the  hearing.  Mr.  Falcon  Joslin,  of  Fair- 
banks, Alaska,  made  the  principal  statement.  He  is  one  of  the  members  of  a 
committee  recently  appointed  by  the  American  Mining  Congress  to  present  the 
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coal  situation  in  Alaska  to  the  Interior  Department.  After  making  his  state- 
ment he  presented  three  requests  for  consideration : 

Request  No.  i.— That  all  applications  for  patents  upon  locations  made  before 
November  12,  1906  (this  is  the  date  of  the  President's  withdrawal),  be  investi- 
gated and  speedy  action  taken  thereon. 

Request  No.  2. — That  the  act  of  1908  be  amended  so  as  to  increase  the  combi- 
nation unit  from  2,560  to  5,120  acres,  and  by  changing  section  3  thereof  so  as  to 
make  the  offense  of  combination  in  restraint  of  trade  a  penal  offense  rather 
than  forfeiture  of  title  as  provided  in  said  act. 

Request  No.  $.— That  the  order  of  November  12,  1906,  withdrawing  all  coal 
lands  from  entry  in  Alaska,  be  abrogated,  and  the  coal  lands  be  opened  to 
location  and  entry. 

Remarks  on  request  No.  1. — You  have  already  directed  that  applications  for 
patent  to  coal  claims  located  prior  to  November  12,  1906,  be  speedily  investi- 
gated and  patents  Issued  where  no  fraud  is  discovered.  So  request  No.  1  need 
receive  no  further  attention  from  you  at  the  present  time. 

Remarks  on  request  No.  2.— The  modification  of  the  act  of  1908  does  not 
need  your  immediate  attention,  inasmuch  as  Congress  is  not  likely  to  consider 
new  legislation  before  December  next. 

Remarks  on  request  No.  S. — On  November  12,  1906,  all  coal  lands  in  Alaska 
were  withdrawn  from  location  and  entry  by  direction  of  the  President.  *  (Ex- 
hibit A,  p.  26.)  This  withdrawal  probably  had  two  purposes  in  view:  First, 
conservation  of  the  resources  of  the  country,  and,  second,  securing  legisla- 
tion. It  could  not  have  contemplated  classification  of  the  coal  lands  accord- 
ing to  values,  because  the  coal  act  of  Alaska  provides  for  entry  of  Alaskan 
coal  lands  at  a  flat  rate  of  $10  per  acre.  (33  Stat,  525;  see  circular  attached.) 
The  general  coal  act  for  the  other  States  and  Territories  provides  for  the  sale 
of  coal  lands  at  "not  less  than  $10  per  acre  for  such  lands  where  the  same 
shall  be  situated  more  than  15  miles  from  any  completed  railroad,  and  not 
less  than  $20  per  acre  for  such  lands  as  shall  be  within  15  miles  of  such  road." 
(Sec.  2347,  R.  S. ;  see  circular  attached.)  It  has  been  held  by  the  Interior 
Department  that  coal  lands  can  be  classified  according  to  value  under  this 
section.  Such  a  construction,  however,  can  not  be  applied  to  the  Alaska  act, 
because  in  that  act  provision  is  made  for  the  sale  of  the  coal  lands  at  a  flat 
rate,  as  stated. 

I  especially  call  your  attention  to  the  statement  made  that  on  account  of 
the  withdrawal  and  suspension  of  entries  the  coal  consumers  in  Alaska  are 
compelled  to  Import  coal  and  pay  something  like  $15  a  ton,  while  it  could  be 
produced  in  Alaska  and  sold  for  $6  or  $7  per  ton  if  it  were  not  for  the 
withdrawal. 

Please  note  also  the  statement  that  the  withdrawal  retards  the  building  of 
railroads  for  two  reasons:  First,  because  fuel  has  to  be  Imported  for  use  of 
the  railroads;  second,  the  withdrawal  prevents  the  development  of  the  coal 
mines,  and  therefore  the  mines  furnish  no  freight  to  the  railroads. 

I  am  informed  that  Alaska  has  a  population  of  probably  50,000  whites  and 
30,000  Indians,  distributed  substantially  as  follows:  In  the  Fairbanks  district 
about  15,000,  the  center  of  which  is  Fairbanks,  with  about  4,000.  The  second 
largest  district  is  Nome,  with  a  population  of  about  9,000;  Nome  has  about 
3,000.  The  next  largest  district  is  southeastern  Alaska,  extending  from  Ketchi- 
kan to  Skagway,  with  a  population  of  about  15,000;  the  principal  towns  in 
this  area  are  Ketchikan,  having  about  1,500  population,  Juneau  about  2,500, 
Douglas  about  1,500,  and  Skagway  about  1,500.  There  is  also  a  population 
of  about  7,000  in  and  around  Cordova,  Valdez,  and  Seward;  also  about  1,500 
around  Kodlak.    The  rest  of  the  population  of  Alaska  is  scattered. 

I  have  attached  to  the  report  the  following  exhibits : 

(A)  Withdrawal  order  of  November  12,  1906. 

(B)  Report  of  the  Director  of  the  Geological  Survey  of  November  8,  1906. 

(C)  The  bill  proposed  by  the  committee. 

(D)  The  Alaska  coal-land  law  and  printed  regulations  thereunder. 
(£)  Map  of  Alaska. 

Very  respectfully,  Frank  Pierce, 

First  Assistant  Secretary. 
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HEARING  IN  RE  COAL  SITUATION  IN  ALASKA. 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  9,  1900. 

MORNING   SESSION. 

On  the  Oth  day  of  March,  1909,  at  request  of  the  Secretary,  a  hearing  was 
held  upon  the  coal  situation  in  Alaska,  at  which  hearing  there  were  present  the 
First  Assistant  Secretary;  Mr.  Barclay,  of  the  law  force;  Mr.  Finney,  of  the 
General  Land  Office;  Mr.  Falcon  Joslin,  of  Fairbanks,  Alaska,  one  of  the  mem- 
bers of  a  committee  from  the  American  Mining  Congress,  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  presenting  the  coal  situation  in  Alaska  to  the  Interior  Department; 
Judge  James  Wickersham,  delegate  from  Fairbanks,  Alaska,  and  ex-Delegate 
Thomas  Cale,  of  Fairbanks,  Alaska. 

Mr.  Joslin.  At  a  meeting  of  the  committee  of  the  American  Mining  Congress, 
held  in  Seattle  in  February  last,  about  20  parties  appeared  who  had  or  rep- 
resented coal  locations  in  Alaska,  and  a  very  long  and  careful  discussion  was 
held  over  the  subject.  It  was  there  declared  by  all  parties  interested  at  that 
meeting  that  the  coal-land  laws,  as  they  now  apply  to  Alaska,  simply  block  the 
coal  lands  from  development,  and  that  in  all  localities  coal  is  needed  and  the 
coal  lands  are  required,  but  by  reason  of  the  provision  of  the  law  the  lands 
can  not  be  developed. 

Mr.  Piebce  (First  Assistant  Secretary).  Tell  us  exactly  what  you  mean  by 
being  "  blocked." 

Mr.  Joslin.  Perhaps  a  brief  history  of  the  laws  that  relate  to  Alaska  might 
come  in  here.  In  1900,  the  coal-land  law,  which  had  been  the  law  in  the  States 
for  a  great  many  years,  contained  in  four  or  five  sections  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes^— sections  2347  to  2352 — was  extended  to  Alaska.  That  proved  ineffectual 
because  the  laws,  as  provided  in  the  Revised  Statutes,  permitted  the  entry  of 
surveyed  lands  only,  and  there  were  no  public  surveys  in  Alaska.  Then,  In 
order  to  remedy  that  defect,  in  April,  1904,  another  act  relating  to  coal  lands, 
in  Alaska  especially,  was  passed  by  Congress.  That  act  permitted  the  location 
of  unsurveyed  coal  lands  by  taking  possession  and  marking  the  boundaries, 
and  it  modified  the  coal-land  laws  as  contained  in  the  sections  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  so  as  to  permit  the  Alaska  coal  lands  to  be  located.  Under  that  act 
of  1904  a  large  amount  of  coal  lands  had  been  located,  and  a  very  large  a  mo  u  at 
of  money  has  been  expended  in  perfecting  those  entries.  I  have  not  had  time 
to  get  the  statistics,  but  am  under  the  impression  that  under  that  act  some 
30,000  acres  of  coal  land  were  located  in  what  is  known  as  the  Behring  River 
coal  field ;  about  10,000  acres  were  located  in  what  is  known  as  the  Matanuska 
coal  field,  and  perhaps  2,000  acres  located  in  the  Fairbanks  district.  There  were 
probably  some  locations  at  Cape  Lisburn  and  other  fields,  but  I  don't  know  of 
them.  Probably  15,000  acres  of  coal  lands,  approximately,  were  located  under 
the  act  of  1904;  the  boundaries  were  located,  notices  filed,  surveys  made  by 
deputy  surveyors  as  provided  by  the  act,  and  in  many  cases  the  purchase  price 
of  $10  an  acre  was  paid  and  receipts  issued.  No  patents  whatever  had  been 
issued. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Mr.  Finney,  why  hadn't  the  patents  been  issued? 

Mr.  Finney.  Because  the  entries  were  being  investigated  to  determine  whether 
or  not  they  were  fraudulent. 

Mr.  Joslin.  Those  entries  were  all  in  160-acre  sections  or  tracts.  The  lan- 
guage of  the  act  of  1904  follows  the  language  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  that  no 
entries  shall  be  made  except  for  the  individual  benefit  of  the  locator,  and  not, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  behalf  of  any  other  person  or  company.  I  believe  it  is 
the  rule  in  such  a  location,  if  it  is  made  with  the  intention  in  the  breast  of  the 
locator  to  afterwards  sell  it  to  somebody  else  or  to  some  company,  that  would 
invalidate  the  location  for  fraud. 

Mr.  Pierce.  These  entries  were  suspended  on  the  charge  of  fraud? 

Mr.  Finney.  These  thirty-odd;   yes. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Mr.  Finney,  how  long  ago  was  that — the  suspension? 

Mr.  Finney.  It  was  in  the  latter  part  of  1908,  I  think,  or  the  early  part  of 
1907. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Why  have  they  not  been  cleared? 

Mr.  Finney.  For  two  reasons.  They  have  been  under  Investigation  by  the 
field  force  of  the  Land  Office,  and,  of  course,  in  Alaska  it  takes  some  time  to 
investigate  and  report.  Second,  we  thought  possibly  these  people  might  desire 
to  come  in  under  the  act  passed  a  year  ago  (act  of  May  28,  1908).    The  attor- 
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neys  here  in  Washington  rather  insisted  at  the  time  we  were  drawing  the  regu- 
lations under  the  last  act  that  they  be  given  an  opportunity  to  consider  the  mat- 
ter and  determine  whether  they  would  try  to  come  in  under  the  provisions  of 
the  last  act  or  would  take  their  chances  under  the  original   act  of  1904. 

Mr.  Joslin.  There  are  no  railroads  to  any  coal  field  in  Alaska,  and  conse- 
quently none  of  this  coal  land  is  contiguous  to  transportation,  and  therefore  the 
cost  and  expenses  of  making  it  available  involve  the  construction  of  railroads 
Into  those  districts. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Tell  me  about  how  far  distant  these  fields  are  from  the  rail- 
roads— their  respective  distance. 

Mr.  Joslin.  The  Bering  River  field  would  require  about  80  miles  of  track  to 
the  nearest  available  port;  the  Matanuska  field,  188  miles;  the  Fairbanks 
field,  about  80  miles  to  reach  the  market.  The  Cape  Lisburn  and  other  fields  I 
don't  know  about;  those  are  probably  at  or  near  tidewater  but  on  the  Arctic 
coast  and  ice-bound  ports. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Are  railroads  in  contemplation  to  these  respective  fields? 

Mr.  Josltn.  To  the  Bering  River  and  Matanuska  fields  railroads  are  under 
construction.  To  the  Matanuska  52  miles  are  constructed,  leaving  130  miles  to 
be  built.  The  Copper  River  and  Northwestern  Railroad  is  building  a  road  to 
extend  toward  the  interior  about  200  miles  and  the  contracts  are  let  for  this 
construction;  50  miles  are  completed.  This  passes  within  30  miles  of  the 
Bering  River  field  and  the  company  has  made  the  surveys  for  a  spur  to  the  coal 
and  is  ready  to  build  it  at  once  as  soon  as  the  coal-land  titles  can  be  procured. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Before  we  proceed  further,  please  tell  us  the  character  of  the  coal 
In  the  respective  fields. 

Mr.  Joslin.  The  Bering  River  or  Katalla  field  is  a  high-grade  bituminous  coal, 
with  a  considerable  amount  of  anthracite  of  the  finest  quality.  The  coals  in  the 
Matanuska  field  are  of  the  same  character.  They  contain  both  soft  and  hard 
coals,  bituminous  and  anthracite;  those  two  fields  contain  coals  of  equal 
quality  with  the  best  coal  of  Pennsylvania  or  Wales — steam  and  coking  and 
hard  coals.  Each  of  those  fields  contains  all  the  classes  of  coal,  ranging  from 
the  finest  quality  to  the  ordinary  soft  coal.  The  Fairbanks  field,  or  Tanana 
field,  is  supposed  to  be  soft  coal ;  It  is  very  little  explored  as  yet.  I  think  the 
Cape  Lisburn  coal  is  bituminous,  a  good  quality  of  coal,  but  it  has  been  very 
slightly  explored.  Really,  the  only  fields  that  are  now  actively  desired  to  be 
developed  are  the  Matanuska  and  the  Behring  fields — those  are  high-grade 
bituminous  and  anthracite  coals — and  the  Fairbanks  field  in  the  interior,  which 
is  soft  coal. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Mr.  Joslin,  give  us  all  the  information  that  you  can  on  those 
points.  We  will  give  you  the  manuscript  and  let  you  correct  It  up  and  add 
to  It. 

Mr.  Cale.  Perhaps  if  I  ask  a  question  it  might  lead  Mr.  Joslin  to  give  any 
information.    How  far  is  it  from  the  Katalla  fields  to  tide  water? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Directly,  not  over  20  miles;  but  at  that  point  on  the  coast  they 
have  spent  a  great  deal  of  money  attempting  to  make  a  harbor,  but  have  failed 
and  given  it  up  after  expending  about  $2,000,000. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Who  spent  it? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Two  or  three  different  parties. 

Mr.  Cale.  In  naming  the  railroads  that  are  now  under  construction  headed 
toward  the  coal  fields,  do  you  Include  the  Alaska  Central? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Yes;  that  is  the  Matanuska  field.  It  lays  188  miles  from  the 
nearest  available  port.  The  Alaska  Central  Railroad  has  constructed  52  miles 
of  this  distance  and  plans  to  finish  as  quickly  as  the  money  can  be  obtained. 
The  condition  of  coal-land  titles  at  present  is  a  very  serious  obstacle  to  getting 
the  additional  capital. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Are  the  people  of  Alaska  getting  coal  for  their  consumption  out 
of  these  respective  mines? 

Mr.  Joslin.  No. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Where  do  they  get  it? 

Mr.  Joslin.  They  import  it  from  the  State  of  Washington  and  from  British 
Columbia.    In  the  interior  they  use  wood  at  a  cost  of  from  $8  to  $15  a  cord. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Is  that  the  general  price  throughout  Alaska  for  wood? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Throughout  the  interior  of  Alaska ;  yes. 

Mr.  Pierce.  The  reason  they  don't  use  this  coal  is  beeausp  it  isn't  available? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Yes:  there  are  no  roads  to  it. 

Mr.  Pierce.  If  the  coal  was  available  for  market,  would  the  railroads  be 
built  in  to  it,  do  you  think? 
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Mr.  Joslin.  Yes;  to  two  fields  roads  have  already  been  started.  In  one 
case  construction  to  the  coal  fields  is  stopped  only  because  of  the  difficulty  of 
title  to  the  coal  lands.  The  road  to  the  other  field  is  stopped  and  in  the  hands 
of  a  receiver  and  now  in  process  of  reorganization.  The  trouble  in  getting  title 
to  coal  lands  makes  it  difficult  to  get  fresh  capital  to  carry  out  the  reorganiza- 
tion and  provide  for  completing  the  road. 

Mr.  Pierce.  You  want  the  law  and  regulations  so  framed  that  these  coal 
fields  may  be  opened  and  the  coal  made  available  for  use? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Yes;  and  It  is  greatly  needed  in  Alaska. 

Mr.  Cale.  Do  you  consider  that  the  coal  fields  can  not  be  opened  up  under 
the  present  law? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Decidedly ;  exactly ;  that  Is  why  I  am  here ;  they  can  not 

Mr.  Pierce.  Just  give  us  as  full  information  as  you  can. 

Mr.  Joslin  (continuing).  Because  no  satisfactory  title  can  be  procured  to 
the  coal  lands. 

Mr.  Pierce.  I  supposed  that  you  would  take  that  subject  up  separately  after 
you  had  given  us  a  general  resume  of  the  situation.  I  would  like  to  find  out 
here  how  extensive  are  those  coal  measures. 

Mr.  Joslin.  They  are  very  extensive.  The  Matanuska  and  Bering  River 
fields  are  probably  larger  than  the  Pennsylvania  fields — I  won't  say  twice  as 
large,  but  they  are  much  larger  in  the  aggregate  than  the  coal  fields  of  Penn- 
sylvania. The  coal  field  in  the  Tanana  Valley  is  probably  larger  than  any 
other  coal  field  in  the  United  States,  both  in  area  and  in  thickness;  indeed,  I 
am  inclined  to  believe  that  the  coal  field  in  Tanana  Valley  is  the  largest  coal 
field  in  the  world,  unless  there  may  be  some  in  China  that  are  greater.  The 
coal  in  the  Tanana  has  a  vertical  thickness,  as  reported  by  the  Geological  Sur- 
vey, of  over  200  feet  of  workable  coal. 

Mr.  Pierce.  How  many  of  these  districts  contain  lignite  coal? 

Mr.  Joslin.  This  one  that  I  have  spoken  of  in  Tanana ;  it  is  a  good  quality 
of  lignite. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Just  what  is  lignite  coal — the  distinction  from  other  coals? 

Mr.  Joslin.  The  chief  difference  is  In  the  amount  of  fixed  carbon.  Lignite 
coals  range  from  30  to  50  per  cent  of  fixed  carbon ;  bituminous  coal  ranges  from 
50  to  70  per  cent  of  fixed  carbon;  while  anthracite  coals  range  from  70  to  90 
per  cent  of  fixed  carbon. 

As  I  say,  some  30,000  or  40,000  acres — I  don't  know  exactly  how  many — were 
located  under  the  act  of  1904.  Supplies  and  tools  to  prospect  the  locations  were 
packed  on  men's  backs  and  on  pack  horses  all  the  way  from  20  to  180  miles.  It 
is  a  difficult  country.  Trails  were  cut  through  the  wilderness  and  cabins  built. 
Deputy  mineral  surveyors  were  employed,  who  surveyed  the  claims  at  heavy 
expense — so  much  so  that  I  understand  that  the  average  cost  of  development 
and  survey  of  a  single  tract  of  160  acres  amounts  to  approximately  $5,000.  In 
the  Matanuska  field  probably "$300,000  or  $400,000  have  been  spent  on  coal  devel- 
opment and  over  $4,000,000  on  the  railroad.  In  the  Katalla  field  probably 
$2,000,000  have  been  spent  in  coal  development,  including  the  money  various 
companies  have  spent  in  endeavoring  to  get  a  suitable  harbor  for  that  coal. 
Several  million  dollars  have  been  spent  on  railroads  intended  to  reach  this  field. 
Then,  on  November  12,  1906,  while  this  development  was  proceeding  under  the 
act  of  1904,  when  the  titles  were  being  perfected  under  that  act,  the  order  of 
the  Secretary  was  issued,  withdrawing  all  coal  lands  in  Alaska  from  entry. 
(Copy  of  the  order  of  November  12,  1906,  is  annexed  hereto  as  Exhibit  "A.") 
The  reason  and  occasion  for  issuing  that  order  I  have  not  been  able  to  find. 

(Reads  letter  from  the  Director  of  the  Geological  Survey  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  dated  November  3,  1906.    Copy  annexed  hereto  as  Exhibit  "  B.") 

The  report  of  the  Director  of  the  Survey  recommending  the  withdrawal  of 
coal  lands  in  Alaska,  dated  November  3,  1906,  does  not  specify  the  reasons  for 
such  withdrawal,  except  by  reference  to  similar  recommendations  for  withdraw- 
ing coal  lands  in  the  Western  States  and  Territories.  We  are  still  out  of  touch 
with  the  true  reasons. 

(Secretary  reads  the  order.) 

Mr.  Joslin.  Of  course,  I  have  been  expecting  to  find  the  real  philosophy,  the 
real  reasons,  for  the  order;  but  I  have  never  known  precisely  why  the  coal 
lands  of  Alaska  were  withdrawn.  I  supposed  it  was  under  the  general  con- 
servation idea  of  preserving  the  resources  of  the  nation  for  future  generations. 
To  a  man  in  Alaska  who  has  endeavored  to  develop  the  coal  there,  it  seems 
extremely  difficult  to  understand  the  reasons ;  where  the  coal  is  so  much  needed, 
where  it  Is  a  pioneer  country  and  the  development  of  the  Territory  is  very 
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largely  blocked  by  the  withdrawal,  whatever  reasons  there  are  ought  to  be  very 
cogent  reasons.  If  the  withdrawal  was  for  the  purpose  of  classifying  the  coal 
lands  and  fixing  the  price  at  higher  than  the  minimum  price,  it  would  not  apply 
to  Alaska  at  all,  because  the  minimum  price  in  Alaska  is  fixed  at  $10  per  acre, 
flat,  by  the  act  of  1904.  (See  sec.  2  of  the  act  of  April  28,  1904,  33  Stat,  525.) 
The  old  law  as  contained  in  the  Revised  Statutes  fixed  the  price  at  not  less  than 
$10  and  $20  per  acre. 

If  the  other  reason  suggested  is  correct,  that  the  withdrawal  was  made  for 
the  purpose  of  investigating  the  validity  of  the  entries  already  offered,  then  it 
would  be  confined  and  should  be  confined  to  the  entries  to  which  the  investiga- 
tions pertain  and  not  affect  the  vast  area  of  unapplied-for  lands.  If  it  is  based 
upon  a  general  purpose  for  the  conservation  of  resources  for  future  generations, 
then  I  think  some  consideration  should  be  paid  to  the  present  generation.  I  do 
not  know  the  philosophy  of  the  order  at  all,  except  the  suggestions  just  made. 
If' It  is  made  for  conserving  resources  for  future  generations,  it  will  block  the 
progress  of  the  Territory,  and  the  future  generations  will  not  arrive,  because 
you  can't  get  them  there. 

Mr.  Cale.  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Finney  a  question  which  might  assist 
Mr.  Joslin  in  his  explanation.  Is  it  not  true  also  that  there  was  a  question 
which  entered  largely  into  the  withdrawal  of  the  Alaska  coal  lands,  which  was 
that  there  were  a  great  many  locations  made  up  there,  and  it  was  not  only  a 
question  as  to  whether  they  were  legally  made  or  not,  but  that  the  interests  of 
various  claim  owners  were  so  lapping  over  one  another  as  to  give  rise  to  a  large 
number  of  disputes  as  to  ownership — that  that  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  the 
department  here  caused  the  order  to  be  issued? 

Mr.  Finney.  I  don't  think  that  furnished  any  sufficient  reason,  for  the  rea- 
son that  the  act  of  1904  provides  for  an  adverse  proceeding  between  conflicting 
owners,  similar  to  the  general  mining  laws,  and  they  could  leave  their  respec- 
tive interests  to  the  courts. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Mr.  Joslin,  are  the  laws  as  they  now  stand  sufficient  for  your 
relief,  provided  the  withdrawal  is  set  aside? 

Mr.  Joslin.  No. 

Well,  the  order  of  withdrawal  of  November  12,  1906,  had  the  effect  of  stop- 
ping all  new  entries,  and  in  some  manner  caused  the  proceedings  to  perfect  pat- 
ents to  the  entries  that  had  theretofore  been  made  to  be  held  up,  so  that  al- 
though there  was  a  large  amount  of  claims  applied  for,  none  of  them  have 
obtained  their  patents.  A  large  number  of  them  have  paid  the  $10  per  acre. 
Patents  have  not  yet  been  issued.  Then  the  coal  claimants,  thus  having  their 
titles  suspended,  sought  an  act  of  Congress  with  a  view  to  enabling  these  claims 
to  be  perfected.  Congress  passed  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  which  has  proved 
entirely  futile  to  accomplish  the  purpose.  That  act  refers  only  to  locations 
made  prior  to  November  12.  1906.  and  permits  the  grouping  or  union  of  2,560 
acres,  or  what  would  be  sixteen  160-acre  tracts,  and  provides  that  they  may  be 
patented  as  one  tract.  To  this  extent  the  act  was  satisfactory,  except  that  the 
coal  claimants  desired  a  larger  unit  than  2,560  acres.  But  the  third  section  of 
the  act  declared  that  there  should  be  no  combinations  of  the  groups  which 
would  be  in  restraint  of  trade  and  provided  that  if  there  was  any  such  combi- 
nation It  should  act  as  a  forfeiture  of  the  title,  and  it  was  provided  that  this 
clause  should  be  written  in  the  patent.  This  forfeiture  clause  completely  de- 
stroyed any  value  of  the  act.  A  title  with  a  forfeiture  clause  In  it  would  be 
valueless,  and  no  claimants  have  applied  to  group  their  locations  under  that 
act.  Under  the  coal  laws  as  contained  In  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  always 
until  the  act  of  1908,  in  the  public-land  States  coal  lands  could  be  obtained  only 
In  160-acre  tracts.  The  law  not  only  limited  the  right  to  acquire  coal  land  by 
original  location  to  160  acres,  but  it  endeavored  to  go  further  and  prohibit  the 
acquiring  by  purchase  after  location  of  a  greater  quantity  than  160  acres. 

This  intention  could  be  only  partially  enforced  because  after  patent  issued  a 
purchaser  might  acquire  as  many  160-acre  tracts  as  desired.  The  right  of 
alienation  of  title  is  in  coal  land,  as  in  all  other  lands,  the  principal  element  of 
Its  value. 

But  the  department,  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the  law,  prohibited  the  sale  or 
purchase  of  a  coal  entry  before  patent.  And  if  It  was  found  that  any  locator 
had  agreed  beforehand  to  sell  his  location  or  had  made  it  in  behalf  of  any 
other  person  who  was  to  supply  the  money  to  pay  the  Government,  then  the 
location  would  be  invalid.  This  is  called  a  "  fraudulent  entry."  The  language 
of  the  " application  for  patent "  under  the  act  of  1904  is  as  follows:  The  appli- 
cant must  swear  that  "  I  am  now  in  the  actual  possession  of  said  mines,  and 
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make  the  entry  in  good  faith,  for  my  own  benefit,  and  not  directly  or  indirectly. 
In  whole  or  in  part,  in  behalf  of  any  other  person  or  persons  whomsoever." 

Mr.  Pierce.  I  don't  quite  catch  your  point  and  reasoning,  Mr.  Joslin. 

Mr.  Joslin.  I  will  explain.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  few,  if  any,  would  care  to 
locate  a  coal  claim  if  he  had  not  the  right  to  sell  It  some  time;  but  he  must 
not  agree  to  sell  it  before  he  gets  it.  A  unit  of  160  acres  of  coal  land  is  wholly 
insufficient  to  justify  the  expenditure  of  the  capital  necessary  to  open  a  coal 
mine.  It  is  physically  and  financially  impossible  to  open  a  coal  mine  on  160 
acres  of  coal  in  a  new  country  where  there  are  no  railroads,  because  the  open- 
ing of  a  coal  mine  and  the  building  of  railroads  to  it  in  any  of  these  localities 
In  Alaska  will  cost  a  large  sum  of  money,  say,  from  $1,000,000  to  $5,000,000 ; 
and  no  single  owner  of  160  acres  could  possibly  expend  that  amount  of  money 
for  the  coal  contained  in  a  160-acre  tract. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Well,  do  you  think  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  should  be  amended, 
or  should  stand  as  it  is? 

Mr.  Joslin.  I  am  speaking  the  sense  of  the  locators  themselves,  and  they 
declare  that  the  unit  of  acres  expressed  in  the  act  of  1908  is  too  small ;  that 
5,000  acres  is  as  small  a  unit  of  coal  land  as  you  can  afford  to  spend  this  huge 
sum  of  money  on  which  is  necessary  to  open  the  mines  and  make  them  suc- 
cessful. 

From  the  fact  that  the  160-acre  unit  was  too  small  to  develop  the  coal  lands. 
It  resulted  of  necessity  that  any  parties  seeking  to  enter  that  land  had  to  con- 
sider the  possibility  of  getting  a  larger  tract  to  justify  their  expenditures ;  so  that 
in  some  cases — I  know  a  man,  his  wife,  his  brother,  his  brother's  wife,  and 
probably  a  dozen  members  of  his  family  have  made  these  coal  entries,  being 
careful  in  each  case  that  the  individual  In  whose  name  the  entry  was  made 
personally  supplied  the  money  to  pay  the  $10  per  acre,  and  the  other  expense  of 
developing;  endeavoring  in  that  way  to  keep  within  the  letter  of  the  law, 
whether  they  were  within  the  spirit  of  it  or  not.  Unquestionably,  the  intention 
in  their  minds  was  that  after  they  got  their  patents  to  transfer  those  claims  to 
a  single  ownership,  corporate  or  individual,  and  thereby  aggregate  a  sufficient 
acreage  to  justify  the  expenditure  for  development  So  far  as  I  know,  there 
has  been  no  secret  of  that  intention — there  could  not  be,  because  nobody  could 
possibly  go  in  there  and  develop  those  claims  with  160  acres.  As  I  said,  some 
of  the  parties  have  attempted  to  attain  their  purpose  by  using  their  relatives 
and  members  of  their  families.  Other  parties,  some  of  whom  I  know  very  well, 
and  they  are  men  of  fine  character  and  would  scorn  to  do  anything  in  the  way 
of  fraud,  and  are  exceedingly  careful  not  to  get  into  the  position  of  being 
charged  with  criminal  action  in  acquiring  government  lands,  have  frankly 
stated  that  it  is  their  ultimate  Intention  to  work  those  claims  in  groups.  They 
can  not  be  worked  otherwise.  They  have  stated  frankly,  and  set  it  down  in  writ- 
ing, as  I  understand.  They  have  been  careful  to  keep  the  letter  of  the  law,  in 
that  the  separate  applicants  pay  their  separate  money  for  these  160-acre  loca- 
tions; but  it  is  undoubtedly  within  their  minds  and  intention,  when  the  titles 
are  perfected  and  they  can  do  so,  to  work  them  together.  They  have  made  no 
secret  of  that  purpose;  and  if  that  is  a  violation  of  the  law,  then  that  law  will 
prevent  the  development  of  the  lands  because  they  can  not  be  developed  in 
160-acre  units.  The  act  of  1908  was  designed  to  correct  that  difficulty,  and 
relieve  them  from  any  possible  fraud  by  reason  of  this  ultimate  intention  to 
work  them  together.  That  act  is  a  permissive  act,  and  permits  sixteen  of  those 
160-acre  locations  to  be  united  and  embraced  in  one  entry  and  one  patent,  and 
would  be  satisfactory,  except  for  the  third  and  fonrth  sections  of  the  act,  and 
except,  further,  that  2,560  acres  is  not  large  enough,  in  their  judgment,  to  justify 
the  expenditure  for  plant  and  equipment  to  open  a  mine. 

Now,  then,  section  3  of  the  act  provides  that  if  there  is  any  combination  in 
restraint  of  trade,  any  selling  of  the  coal  by  a  joint  understanding,  or  anything 
In  the  nature  of  a  trust,  that  it  shall  not  be  a  criminal  offense,  but  shall  result 
In  a  forfeiture  of  the  title  to  the  land,  and  that  section  must  be  written  in  the 
patent.  Now,  that  stops  them  entirely  from  issuing  bonds.  Money  to  develop 
the  coal  lands,  build  docks,  hoisting  plants,  etc.,  is  raised  by  making  a  bond 
issue.  That  is  the  usual  way,  making  issue  of  bonds  secured  by  mortgage  upon 
the  coal  lands.  They  can  not  issue  any  bond  and  sell  it,  because  the  mortgage 
or  the  bond  holder  in  that  case  would  say :  "  If  we  lend  you  money  on  that 
kind  of  title,  some  time  you  may  commit  the  offense  denounced  by  that  section, 
and  then  our  title  would  be  forfeited  to  the  Government,  and  our  bonds  and 
mortgages  be  invalidated ;  "  and  it  blocks  them  absolutely  from  getting  capital 
on  that  kind  of  security. 
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Mr.  Pierce.  The  only  objection,  Mr.  Joslin,  that  yon  bring  to  that  act  of  May 
28,1908 

Mr.  Joslin.  Is  the  forfeiture  clause. 

Mr.  Pierce.  As  contained  In  the  third  and  fourth  sections.  Otherwise,  you 
think  the  act  is  a  good  one? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Otherwise,  I  think  the  act  is  good.  It  might  be  a  larger  unit 
than  2,560  acres. 

At  the  meeting  to  which  I  have  referred,  and  after  discussion,  they  drew  up  a 
proposed  bill,  a  copy  of  which  I  hand  you.  (Copy  annexed  hereto  as  "Ex- 
hibit C.") 

The  principal  point  in  this  bill  is  the  proposal  to  modify  the  act  of  1908  by 
increasing  the  unit  from  2,560  acres  to  5,120  acres — double  the  amount — and 
amending  section  3  by  declaring  It  to  be  a  misdemeanor  and  subject  to  fine  and 
punishment  (following the  language  of  the  Sherman  antitrust  law),  in  place  of 
the  forfeiture  clause  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  1908.  There  was  a  proviso  in 
section  1  of  the  bill  which  was  not  unanimously  agreed  to,  but  it  was  carried  by 
the  majority.  That  proviso  is  aimed  at  this :  Some  of  these  groups  of  entrymen 
have  5,000  acres  or  more  which  they  hope  to  patent  in  a  single  claim,  and 
therefore  want  the  unit  raised  to  cover  their  claims.  Others  of  the  entrymen 
have  all  the  way  from  160  acres  to  2,000  or  3,000  acres,  or  something  less  than 
5,000  acres ;  and  their  object  was  in  that  proviso  that  where  they  had  less  than 
5,000  acres  of  contiguous  lands,  that  they  should  be  enabled  to  make  up  the 
5,000  from  noncontiguous  locations,  provided  they  did  not  lie  farther  than  20 
miles  away  from  each  other.  That,  as  I  said,  was  not  unanimous,  but  was  car- 
ried by  the  majority. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Do  you  want  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  recommend  the 
passage  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Yes;  that  is  what  we  want,  the  department  to  recommend  the 
passage  of  the  bill.  Personally,  I  was  one  who  did  not  believe  that  proviso  should 
go  in  there. 

Mr.  Pierce.  That  proviso  to  section  1? 

Mr.  Joslin.  That  proviso  to  section  1.  Both  provisos  to  section  1  should  go 
out,  in  my  opinion.  I  was  of  the  minority,  however,  in  that  matter.  I  may 
add,  also,  that  I  have  no  Interest  in  any  coal  location  anywhere. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Mr.  Joslin,  in  what  capacity  do  you  appear  before  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior? 

Mr.  Joslin.  As  a  member  of  the  committee  of  the  American  Mining  Congress. 

Mr.  Clements.  Of  course  this  bill  does  give  a  further  privilege  in  the  first 
proviso,  namely,  the  right  to  locate  such  other  land  as,  with  that  previously 
located,  will  bring  it  up  to  5,000  acres.  Now,  were  it  not  for  the  following  pro- 
viso there  might  be  some  question  as  Jo  where  that  should  be  located ;  but  the 
second  proviso  removes  any  question  by  limiting  the  second  location  to  a  radius 
of  20  miles  from  the  original  location. 

Mr.  Joslin.  Some  of  those  locators,  if  the  bill  is  offered  without  that  proviso, 
will  contest  it  before  the  committees  of  Congress,  and  the  meeting  adopted  it 
largely  in  the  hope  of  getting  harmony,  so  that  there  would  be  no  fight  on  the 
bill  before  the  committee  of  Congress  when  it  came  up  for  hearing. 

Mr.  Cale.  Was  the  committee  unanimous  as  to  the  5,000  acres? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Yes;  they  were  unanimous. 

Mr.  Cale.  The  reason  I  ask  that  question  is  that  on  the  passage  of  the  law 
of  1908  it  seemed  to  be  the  concensus  of  opinion  that  claims  could  be  profitably 
operated  with  the  2,560-acre  limit. 

AFTERNOON   SESSION. 

At  the  afternoon  session  also  appeared:  Mr.  John  E.  Ballaine,  of  Seattle, 
Wash.,  and  Mr.  Clements,  of  the  Assistant  Attorney-General's  ofl&ce. 

Mr.  Joslin.  That  Is  one  of  the  matters  for  consideration  as  to  what  the  unit 
of  the  coal  locations,  or  rather  the  unit  of  the  groups  (for  the  location  unit  will 
remain  160  acres),  should  be,  and  it  is  purely  an  arbitrary  unit  and  must  be. 
It  is  certain  that  160  acres  is  too  small  a  unit  to  develop.  A  unit  of  5,000  acres 
is  what  the  meeting  favored.  They  ought  to  know;  they  are  doing  the  work 
and  spending  the  money.  What  it  ought  to  be  is  purely  arbitrary.  Congress 
in  the  act  of  1908  fixed  it  at  2,560;  the  coal  locators  themselves  want  it  5,120 
acres.  I  suppose  it  will  probably  be  determined  by  what  the  department 
recommends. 

Now,  then,  the  proposition  is  divided  really  into  two  pnrts:  One  is— the  act 
of  1908  relates  to  that  only — those  claims  which  were  located  previous  to 
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November  12,  1906.  The  first  question  that  presented  itself  to  me  when  it  was 
suggested  was,  why,  if  the.act  of  1904,  which  was  an  invitation  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  go  there  and  locate  those  claims  and  they  did  so  and  located  them 
validly,  why  they  should  not  have  their  patents? 

Mr.  Pierce.  Now,  Mr.  Joslin,  I  want  you  to  state  to  us  just  what  you,  as 
representing  the  committee,  want  done,  so  that  the  particular  relief  which  is 
required  can  be  called  to  the  attention  of  the  proper  authorities. 

Mr.  Joslin.  This  is  the  relief  desired :  First.  That  in  so  far  as  existing  loca- 
tions are  concerned,  all  of  which  were  instituted  prior  to  November  12,  1906, 
the  locators  desire  those  claims  investigated  and  patents  issued,  where  the  loca- 
tions are  found  to  be  valid,  not  under  the  act  of  1908,  but  patented  as  160nacre 
locations  under  the  act  of  1904. 

Second.  A  modification  of  the  act  of  1908  by  the  passage  of  the  bill  I  have 
presented  (Exhibit  C),  increasing  the  number  of  acres  that  may  be  grouped  to 
5420,  and  changing  section  3  of  the  act  of  1908  so  as  to  make  the  offense  of 
combinations  in  restraint  of  trade  penal  offenses  rather  than  forfeitures  of  title. 

Third.  That  the  order  of  November  12,  1906,  withdrawing  all  coal  lands  from 
entry  in  Alaska,  should  be  abrogated  and  the  lands  opened  for  location  and 
entry. 

I  might  add  this,  in  conclusion,  that  the  first  effort  to  open  the  coal  lands  in 
Alaska  was  made  in  1900.  Now  nearly  nine  years  have  elapsed  and  no  entry 
has  been  perfected.  Twice  since  that  date  the  law  has  been  amended,  aiming 
to  permit  the  perfection  of  titles  but  failing  of  its  purpose.  We  are  now  in  this 
condition :  That  we  are  importing  coals  to  the  extent  of  probably  a  million  of 
dollars  a  year  into  Alaska  and  have  unlimited  coal  fields  which  we  can  not 
get  at. 

Mr.  Piekce.  Mr.  Cale,  I  want  to  ask  a  question  of  you.  Why  was  the  area 
fixed  at  2,560  acres? 

Mr.  Cale.  The  only  reason,  as  I  understand  It,  was  this:  It  was  generally 
conceded  by  all  that  a  separate  claim  of  160  acres  could  not  be  profitably 
worked.  Then  the  discussion  resolved  itself  to  this:  How  much  or  how  many 
acres  would  be  necessary  to  make  It  profitable?  So  It  seemed  to  be  the  con- 
sensus of  opinion,  that  2,560  acres  was  sufficient  to  open  up,  develop  the  prop- 
erty, and  work  upon  a  commercial  or  profitable  basis. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Was  that  about  the  number  that  could  be  handled  with  one  sys- 
tem of  workings? 

Mr.  Cale.  Yes ;  in  order  to  install  the  proper  machinery  necessary  to  develop 
a  mine,  that  it  would  require  2,560  acres. 

Mr.  Pierce.  From  one  set  of  workings  and  one  set  of  machinery? 

Mr.  Cale.  Yes. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Could  additional  acreage  be  added  and  development  proceed 
through  the  same  set  of  machinery  and  the  same  workings? 

Mr.  Cale.  Yes;  it  could  be;  but  the  object  of  limiting  it  to  2,560  acres  was  to 
prevent  a  monopoly  of  the  coal  business  in  Alaska,  and  they  did  not  think 
proper  under  the  law  to  permit  any  more  to  be  added  to  that  group;  it  was 
simply  to  head  off  monopoly — to  encourage  as  many  independent  companies  as 
possible — and  they  thought  that  the  coal  fields  could  be  better  developed  under 
a  system  of  that  kind,  under  a  law  of  that  character. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Is  there  any  more  that  you  wish  to  add  ? 

Mr.  Cale.  No. 

I  might  ask  a  question  of  Mr.  Joslin  that  might  be  of  benefit  in  relation  to 
the  Importation  of  coal  Into  Alaska. 

It  might  be  well  for  the  committee  to  know  just  exactly  in  what  parts  of 
Alaska  coal  at  the  present  time  Is  being  Imported. 

Mr.  Joslin.  I  can  answer  that  roughly ;  50,000  tons  a  year,  in  rough,  are  Im- 
ported to  Nome.  The  Treadwell  mine  takes  about  50,000  tons  a  year ;  that  is 
near  Juneau.  The  steamers  that  ply  to  and  from  Alaska  use  probably  fifty  to 
one  hundred  thousand  tons  per  year,  all  of  which  they  have  to  bring  up  the 
coast  and  carry  back  with  them.  There  are  numerous  other  smelters,  so  that  I 
should  say  the  annual  importations  to  Alaska  would  exceed  150,000  tons  of 
coal. 

Mr.  Cale.  Another  question :  Is  it,  or  is  it  not,  a  fact  that  the  coal  used  by 
the  steamers  plying  between  Seattle  and  other  shipping  ports  into  Nome  and 
oher  parts  of  Alaska  is  of  the  most  inferior  quality? 

Mr.  Joslin.  It  Is  mostly  of  the  soft,  poor-quality  coal,  and  costs  from  $9  to 
$15  a  ton  when  It  reaches  Alaska. 

Mr.  Cale.  What  would  be  a  reasonable  price  for  the  Alaskan  coal  at  tide 
water,  assuming  railroad  facilities? 
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Mr.  Joslin.  It  costs  $2  a  ton  to  mine  it ;  probably  $2  a  ton  to  transport  it  to 
tidewater— say,  $4 ;  then  the  profit ;  the  coal  should  be  sold  where  the  railroads 
enter  these  districts  in  the  Alaskan  ports  of  Cordova  and  Seward  at  $6  to  $7 
per  ton — not  to  exceed  those  prices. 

Mr.  Pierce.  What  is  now  paid  in  Nome  for  the  coal  of  the  same  character 
as  the  Alaskan  coal,  which  you  say  should  be  sold  for  $6  to  $7  a  ton? 

Mr.  Joslin.  The  coal  they  pay  $15  a  ton  for  at  Nome  is  a  soft  coal  from 
Washington  and  British  Columbia,  and  is  far  below,  in  fuel  value,  the  Alaskan 
coals  of  these  two  fields. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Then  the  situation  you  have  described  really  compels  the  con- 
sumer to  pay  an  additional  amount  of  about  $9  or  $10  a  ton? 

Mr.  Joslin.  Yes;  considering  the  inferior  quality  of  coal. 

Mr.  Pierce.  I  wish  you  would  state  a  little  bit  more  fully,  Mr.  Joslin,  the 
fuel  generally  used  in  the  towns  of  Alaska  and  its  source  and  cost. 

Mr.  Joslin.  There  are  two  absolutely  distinct  zones  in  Alaska.  Along  the 
coast  all  the  coast  towns,  which  embraces  the  towns  from  Ketchikan  to  Cape 
Nome,  use  this  soft  coal,  which  is  chiefly  brought  from  British  Columbia  ports, 
on  which  duty  is  paid,  and  which,  as  I  say,  costs  from  about  $9  a  ton  at 
Ketchikan  to  $15  a  ton  at  Nome.  All  towns  in  the  interior  of  Alaska  use 
wood  fuel  at  a  cost  of  $8  to  $15  per  cord,  which  in  the  coal  equivalent  would  be 
from  $16  to  $30  a  ton.  The  steamboats  on  the  Yukon  River  which  ply  to  the 
interior  use  wood  fuel  chiefly;  some  import  fuel  oil  from  California.  The 
greater  part  is  wood  fuel.  Perhaps  I  had  better  tell  you  what  my  own  experi- 
ence Is.  I  operate  45  miles  of  railroad  in  the  interior  of  Alaska,  and  we  use 
wood  fuel,  which  costs  us  $9  per  cord  piled  along  the  track.  That  price  will 
increase  rapidly  as  the  wood  nearest  the  track  becomes  depleted.  The  stream 
valleys  near  mines — some  of  them — are  entirely  denuded  of  timber  now  within 
reasonable  hauling  distance,  and  within  a  short  time  the  wood  within  hauling 
distance  of  the  railroad  will  be  depleted.  Then  we  will  be  obliged  to  have  coal 
or  some  other  way  of  operating  trains.  We  also  pay  on  the  wood  there  50 
cents  a  cord  stumpage  dues  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  Clements.  I  do  not  yet  understand  wherein  there  is  a  necessity  to  in- 
crease the  amount  that  may  be  conveniently  worked  from  2.500  acres  to  5,120 
acres.  I  thought  I  understood  this  morning  from  what  you  said  that  it  con- 
tempi  a  ted  an  independent  tramway,  or  something  of  the  sort,  for  the  purpose 
of  convenient  operation;  but  this  afternoon  you  tell  me  that  you  are  not 
interested  in  coal  mining ;  that  you  only  build  railroads  that  go  into  the  centers, 
and  that  your  interest  is  for  the  purpose  of  getting  freight,  coal,  to  carry; 
and  that  seemed  to  me  to  take  out,  in  a  measure,  the  independent  operation, 
except  for  such  small  family  arrangement,  that  would  eventually  cooperate 
with  your  system  when  constructed. 

Mr.  Joslin.  Well,  I  am  not  building  any  road  to  any  coal.  I  have  considered 
it.  I  have  considered  building  70  miles  of  road  from  Fairbanks  to  a  coal 
field  near  there,  with  a  view  to  getting  coal  for  our  own  use  and  for  the 
market,  and  as  soon  as  we  begin  to  consider  that  the  first  thing  that  we  begin 
to  inquire  is  whether  you  can  get  title  to  the  coal  land  and  whether  you  can 
get  title  to  sufficient  of  it. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Mr.  Joslin  appears  as  the  representative  of  the  miners'  organiza- 
tion—the American  Mining  Congress. 

Mr.  Kallaine.  I  think  I  can  answer  that  question,  if  you  will  permit.  I 
can  give  yon  the  exact  information  that  you  seek.  Anybody  who  has  money  to 
invest — yourself,  or  any  of  these  gentlemen,  or  anybody  in  New  York,  or  Chi- 
cago, or  Pittsburg — first  considers  how  much  he  is  going  to  get  in  interest  per 
annum.  He  next  considers  when  he  Is  going  to  get  his  principal  back.  A  man 
who  invests  in  railroads,  or  in  coal,  does  the  same.  Now,  in  investing  in  coal 
lands,  the  basis  of  computation  is  that  the  amount  of  machinery  required  to 
produce  coal  is  equivalent  to  $1  per  ton  per  annum  of  coal  produced;  that  is 
to  say,  if  there  is  an  output  of  a  million  tons  per  year  in  the  Matanuska  district, 
or  in  the  Bering  River  district,  or  in  any  other  district,  the  amount  of  ma- 
chinery required  to  be  installed  for  the  production  of  that  1,000,000  tons  is 
generally  figured  on  the  basis  of  cost  of  a  million  dollars ;  that  is,  the  machin- 
ery alone  for  mining.  In  addition  to  that,  they  would  require  an  investment 
of  50  cents  per  ton  for  bunkers.  That  is  the  basis,  which  would  mean  an 
investment  of  a  half  a  million  dollars  at  the  ocean  terminus.  There  is 
$1,500,000  invested  to  start  with  before  a  pound  of  coal  is  produced.  Second, 
is  your  fleet  of  colliers,  which  you  must  have  to  supply  Seattle,  Portland,  San 
Francisco,  Los  Angeles,  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  the  Philippines,  and  Japan, 
which   would  probably   run   Into  $2,000,000  or  $3.000.($flfeed  ^\3<D produce  a 
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million  tons  of  coal  a  year  would  require  an  Initial  investment  to  start  with 
of  not  less  than  $3,000,000,  you  see. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Mr.  Ballaine 

Mr.  Ballaine.  I  have  not  finished  yet.  Twenty-five  hundred  and  sixty  acres 
will  yield,  at  what  is  commonly  known  as  a  "  foot-ton  "  per  acre,  2,816,000  tons 
of  coal  per  foot.  If  there  is  a  total  of  5  feet,  it  means  five  times  that  amount, 
if  it  is  10  feet,  it  is  ten  times  that  amount,  or,  say  28,160,000  tons  of  coal. 
They  would  invest  $3,000,000  to  mine  28,000,000  tons  of  coal.  That  coal  would 
last  twenty-eight  years  on  that  basis.  At  the  end  of  the  twenty-eight  years 
the  property  is  all  worked  out.  They  have  simply  received  during  that  time 
the  interest  on  their  investment.  When  the  coal  is  worked  out,  their  entire 
plant  is  worthless,  you  see.  Now,  they  consider — any  investor,  whether  it  is  in 
the  Pittsburg  district,  or  any  part  of  Pennsylvania,  or  the  Pacific  coast,  or 
Alaska — will  consider  that  there  must  be  coal  enough  in  sight  to  work  for  fifty 
years  before  the  investment  is  safe.  That  is  the  universal  viewpoint.  Now, 
2,560  acres  does  not  give  that  life  to  the  coal  field,  aud  an  average  of  10  feet  is 
as  conservative  as  it  is  possible  to  estimate.  It  gives  hope,  however,  of  what 
is  universally  considered  a  safe  investment.  No  group  of  capitalists  in  New 
York,  or  Pittsburg,  or  Chicago  will  put  a  dollar  into  coal  properties  unless  they 
have  fifty  years  of  coal  in  sight  to  mine,  v 

Mr.  Clements.  Do  you  consider  each  one  of  these  consolidations  an  independ- 
ent operation,  which  must  market  its  own  product,  including  the  marketing  in 
distant  ports? 

Mr.  Ballaine.  That  will  depend  very  largely  on  the  way  it  will  have  to  be 
worked  out.  The  market  of  the  Pacific  coast  extends  all  over  that  coast  It 
includes  a  little  here  and  a  little  there.  The  naval  stations  at  San  Francisco 
and  other  points  require  coal,  and  the  company  that  takes  care  of  that  market 
must  not  only  have  its  mining  machinery  and  its  docks,  but  it  must  have  its 
colliers — that  is  a  very  essential  feature  of  the  whole  plan. 

Mr.  Clements.  It  seems  to  me  that  several  might  conveniently  operate  inde- 
pendent mines,  but  through  the  same  sources. 

Mr.  Ballaine.  That  is  exactly  what  the  law  prohibits. 

Mr.  Clements.  No;  I  don't  think  the  law  prohibits  that.  I  hardly  think  for 
a  moment  you  gentlemen  would  contend  that  we  could  not  market  our  product 
through  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad. 

Mr.  Ballaine.  That  is  true  here  in  the  East.  But  on  the  Pacific  coast  it  is 
different.  The  marketing  is  in  driblets,  scattered  over  thousands  and  thousands 
of  miles.    They  must  have  a  fleet  of  colliers  to  carry  the  coal. 

Mr.  Clements.  For  each  mine? 

Mr.  Ballaine.  Yes. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Does  not  the  question,  after  all,  come  down  to  this:  Can  the 
owner  of  a  claim  limited  to  2,560  acres  operate  that  one  unit  at  a  profit? 

Mr.  Ballaine.  You  can  not  raise  the  money  to  develop  it.  You  can  not  raise 
a  dollar  to  put  into  it  on  that  basis. 

Mr.  Joslin.  There  is  another  reason  that  Mr.  Ballaine  has  suggested.  To 
Illustrate :  They  say  the  shape  of  these  groups  must  not  be  more  than  twice  as 
long  as  it  is  wide.     [Produces  sheet  showing  diagrams  of  claims.]     *    *    * 

Mr.  Ballaine.  From  the  standpoint  of  national  interests  alone,  leaving  out 
every  other  consideration,  something  should  be  done  to  make  the  coal  lands  In 
those  two  districts,  Matanuska  and  Bering,  available.  The  navy  at  the  present 
time  is  burning  about  400,000  tons  of  coal  a  year  on  the  Pacific,  every  pound  of 
which  comes  from  Wales,  except  a  very  small  amount  which  is  brought  around 
from  Pennsylvania.  There  is  no  coal  now  being  mined  on  the  Pacific  coast  at 
all  which  is  of  a  high  enough  grade  for  the  navy  to  burn.  The  consequences 
are  that  the  navy  on  the  Pacific  is  entirely  dependent  on  coal  which  is  brought 
in  foreign  vessels  around  the  Horn  to  Mare  Island,  Seattle,  Honolulu,  and  other 
places.  In  the  event  of  war  with  Japan,  which  is  always  a  possibility,  we  have 
not  coal  enough  to-day  on  the  Pacific  coast  to  last  the  navy  sixty  days.  There 
are  not  vessels  enough  on  the  Pacific  coast  available  to  carry  ten  days'  supply 
from  San  Francisco  to  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  The  Government  has  already 
located  a  coaling  station  at  Seward,  on  Resurrection  Bay,  3,300  acres.  A  com- 
mission was  sent  two  years  ago  to  locate  such  a  station ;  and  there  it  rests,  with- 
out any  further  action.  The  coal  that  the  navy  must  have,  in  times  of  peace 
and  in  times  of  war,  will  come  from  those  two  districts  and  those  two  alone. 
There  are  no  others  on  the  entire  Pacific  watershed.  If  we  should  have  war 
at  any  time  the  coaling  station  in  Alaska  would  be  probably  one  of  the  most 
strategic  points  in  the  entire  situation.  Without  coal,  of  course,  a  fighting  ship 
'-  utterly  worthless.    A  basic  rendezvous  for  the  fleet  wgu^^e  made  near  the 
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source  of  coal  supplies.  The  Government  is  spending  several  million  dollars  a 
year  for  foreign  coal,  at  a  cost  of  $7  to  $14  per  ton,  when  it  could  get  all  Its 
own  coal  in  its  own  territory  at  practically  one-half  to  two-thirds  of  that 
amount,  and  have  an  ample  supply  to  draw  upon  in  case  of  war. 

Mr.  Pierce.  Is  there  anything  that  you  wish  to  say,  Judge  Wlckersham? 

Judge  Wickebsham.  I  have  listened  with  a  good  deal  of  interest  to  the  state- 
ments of  fact  made  by  these  gentlemen,  and  know  them  all  to  be  true.  From 
my  knowledge  of  the  situation,  I  know  that  they  have  represented  the  situation 
with  absolute  frankness. 

Mr.  Piebce.  Mr.  Joslin,  you  think  it  is  obvious  that  your  bill  needs  some 
corrections?    Will  you  make  such  a  statement  in  the  record? 

Mr.  Joslin.  If  the  withdrawal  order  of  1906  is  abrogated,  it  will  leave  the 
coal  lands  of  Alaska  subject  to  location  and  entry  under  the  act  of  1004.  In 
order  to  permit  such  future  locations  to  be  grouped  it  would  be  necessary  to 
amend  the  draft  of  the  bill  presented  so  as  to  apply,  not  only  to  past  locations, 
but  to  future  locations  as  well. 

Mr.  Piebce.  Now,  Mr.  Ballaine,  have  you  anything  further? 

Mr.  Ballaine.  In  any  bill  that  is  presented,  there  are  two  essential  things, 
before  capital  can  be  interested  to  develop  those  properties:  First,  that  the 
area  shall  be  large  enough  to  justify  a  reasonable  expectation  of  production  for 
fifty  years — four  or  five  or  six  thousand  acres,  or  whatever  it  might  be ;  second, 
that  absolute  title  be  given  to  the  property.  Capital  will  not  go  into  it  with 
a  great  many  conditions  hedged  about  it,  which  are  likely  at  any  time  to  wipe 
out  their  entire  Investment    That  is  the  plain  fact  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  Piebce.  Is  there  anything  further  you  would  like  to  say,  gentlemen? 

Answer.  No. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Mr.  Brandeis,  let  me  suggest  to  you  that 
you  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  first  to  the  page  and  then 
state  the  substance  of  it,  and  we  can  then  turn  to  it  more  readily 
and  follow  your  statements. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  beg  your  pardon ;  I  will  do  so  hereafter. 

Page  233;  I  will  introduce  the  telegram  of  Commissioner  Dennett 
of  March  10, 1909,  to  Mr.  Glavis: 

Submit  at  once  complete  reports  upon 

The  Chairman.  There  is  no  need  of  reading  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Very  well. 

(The  telegram  is  as  follows:) 

[Telegram.] 

Mabch  10,  1909. 
Special  Agent  L.  R.  Glavis,  Portland,  Oreg.: 

Submit  at  once  complete  reports  upon  present  status  Investigation  of  all 
Alaska  coal  lands.  Make  separate  reports  upon  separate  groups,  and  Indi- 
vidual reports  where  you  have  no  information  claim  Is  in  group.  In  reporting 
upon  group  mention  individual  claims  therein.  Your  reports  should  in  con- 
clusion place  entries  In  one  of  four  classes,  to  wit,  claims  wherein  present 
information  suggests  further  investigation  necessary;  second,  claims  wherein 
Investigations  and  evidence  warrants  adverse  proceedings  at  this  time ;  third, 
claims  wherein  investigation  warrants  proceeding  to  patent;  fourth,  claims 
wherein  you  have  no  Information.  Each  report  should  set  up  or  refer  to  facts 
upon  which  conclusion  is  based.  You  are  authorized  to  employ  extra  ste- 
nographer for  two  weeks  at  twenty-flve  per  week. 

Dennett,  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you,  in  pursuance  of  that  telegram,  make 
reports  on  all  of  those  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did.  I  made  reports  during  that  month  on  all  the 
cases. 

The  Chairman.  Is  your  report  in  this  record? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  one  report,  a  sample  report,  which  I  will 
introduce  in  a  moment,  but  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact,  which 
appears  on  page  233  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  statement,  that  there  were 
73  reports  submitted. 
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Mr.  Olmsted.  That  is  page  233. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes2  sir.    Now,  on  page  505  is  the  report  in  the 
Cunningham  case,  which  I  will  now  introduce. 
Mr.  James.  What  page? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  505.    The  report  of  the  Cunningham  case: 

Portland,  Obeg.,  March  23,  1909. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office 

The  Chairman.  There  is  no  need  of  reading  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  there  are  certain  portions  of  it  that  should 
be  read 

The  Chairman.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  afterwards  commented 
upon.     [Reading :] 

Pursuant  to  the  instructions  contained  in  your  telegram  of  the  10th  instant, 
calling  for  report  of  the  present  status  of  investigations  of  all  Alaska  coal 
entries,  I  have  the  honor  to  report  in  reference  to  the  coal  declaratory  state- 
ments made  by  Clarence  Cunningham  as  agent,  and  known  as  the  "  Cunning- 
ham group,"  involving  the  following  coal  declaratory  statements: 

Then  follows  the  list.    Then  follows: 

A  brief  history  of  the  investigation  of  these  cases  is  as  follows:  In  the 
spring  of  1907  former  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  commenced  an  investigation, 
but  owing  to  his  political  ambitions  and  his  Intimate  friendship  with  some  of 
the  persons  involved,  Special  Agent  Horace  Tillard  Jones  was  directed,  under 
date  of  June  21,  1907,  to  make  a  thorough  and  complete  investigation  of  these 
cases,  and  during  the  summer  of  1907  both  Special  Agents  Jones  and  Love  com- 
menced their  investigation;  but  I  have  been  verbally  Informed  by  Mr.  Jones 
that  later  verbal  instructions  were  received  at  Seattle  directing  them  to  only 
make  a  preliminary  investigation  with  a  view  to  determining  what  future 
action  should  be  taken.  In  the  course  of  this  investigation  many  affidavits 
were  secured,  but  owing  to  Mr.  Jones's  unfamiliarlty  with  the  Alaska  coal-land 
laws  he  was  only  partially  successful  in  securing  evidence  showing  the  true 
situation.  Mr.  Love  was  either  also  unfamiliar  with  the  coal-land  laws  or 
was  so  prejudiced  in  favor  of  the  claimants  that  he  likewise  failed  to  secure 
any  damaging  evidence. 

While  I  was  in  Washington  during  the  month  of  December,  1907,  I  verbally 
advised  the  office  that  a  conspiracy  existed  involving  nearly  all  the  Alaska  coal 
entries,  and  that  the  entries  were  not  made  for  the  individual  use  and  benefit 
of  the  claimants,  but  with  the  object  to  combination  so  as  to  acquire  more 
coal  land  than  allowed  by  law.  All  the  Alaska  coal  cases  were  shortly  there- 
after placed  under  my  supervision  with  instructions  to  make  a  thorough  investi- 
gation. During  the  months  of  April  and  May  I  commenced  this  Investigation 
and  secured  about  two  hundred  affidavits,  but  before  sufficient  time  was  allowed 
to  complete  this  work  I  was  directed  to  postpone  taking  further  action.  This, 
as  I  advised  you  by  wire,  would  greatly  lessen  the  Government's  chances  of 
securing  sufficient  evidence  to  cancel  these  fraudulent  applications. 

Then  follows  certain  evidence  in  regard  to  this  particular  case  and 
a  reference  to  the  journal.    Then  follows  on  page  507 : 

I  have  not  been  advised  whether  this  group  intend  to  consolidate  their  claims 
in  accordance  with  the  act  of  Congress  apprpved  May  28,  1908,  but  since  said 
act  is  only  for  the  benefit  of  bona  fide  coal  entries,  any  entry  fraudulently  ob- 
tained and  subject  to  cancellation  can  not  be  considered  as  bona  fide  entry  and 
therefore  could  not  be  allowed  the  benefit  of  said  act.  I  state  these  filings  were 
fraudulently  obtained,  because  if  the  facts  admitted-  by  the  agent  of  the  claim- 
ants and  the  claimants  in  their  affidavits  hereto  attached  had  been  set  out  in 
the  declaratory  statements  filed  in  the  land  office,  the  same  could  not  have  been 
accepted  and  allowed  without  violating  the  statute.  The  facts  so  far  obtained 
relative  to  this  group  of  filings  are  identical  to  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Trin- 
idad Coal  and  Coke  Company  (137  U.  S-,  160),  and  in  this  case  the  court  held: 

Then  follows  the  statement  of  the  court's  opinion,  and  also  a  ref- 
erence to  other  cases.     Then  follows: 
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Those  interested  in  acquiring  these  coal  lands  are  presenting  the  argument 
that  by  withholding  title  the  Government  is  delaying  developments  in  Alaska 
and  preventing  cheap  coal  from  being  placed  on  the  market  on  the  Pacific  coast. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  this  is  untrue,  for  the  reason  that  the  coal  mines  in  the 
Cascade  Mountains  are  offering  their  coal  for  sale  at  Seattle  much  cheaper  than 
the  coal  mined  in  southwestern  Alaska  is  being  offered  at  Katalla,  the  nearest 
town.  Furthermore,  there  would  be  greater  criticism,  and  more  just  criticism, 
for  the  administration  to  allow  patents  to  issue  for  these  coal  lands  which  the 
evidence  shows  to  have  been  fraudulently  made  with  the  intention  of  consolida- 
tion and  monopoly. 

In  the  course  of  investigation  heretofore  made  I  was  greatly  embarrassed  in 
my  work  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  many  of  the  claimants  appeared  to  be  fully 
Informed  as  to  recommendations  previously  made  by  me  and  concerning  the 
work  which  I  had  been  directed  to  perform.  It  will  readily  suggest  itself  no 
doubt  that  one  is  greatly  handicapped  by  being  confronted  with  such  a  condition, 
and  I  may  respectfully  recommend  that  hereafter  due  care  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  claimants  or  anyone  interested  from  knowing  what  has  been  done  or  is  con- 
templated. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  from  my  general  knowledge  of  the  Alaska  coal- 
land  cases,  I  believe  further  Investigation  should  be  made  with  a  view  to  the 
cancellation  of  the  entries. 

The  report  of  Mr.  Glavis  on  the  Cunningham  case  is  as  follows : 
Alaska  3. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  Chief  of  Field  Division,  makes  unfavorable  report  on  Cunningham 
group.    Alaska  coal  cases. 

P  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Portland,  Oregon,  March  28,  1909. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  (7. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  Instructions  contained  in  your  telegram  of  the  10th  inst, 
calling  for  report  of  the  present  status  of  Investigations  of  all  Alaska  coal  en- 
tries, I  have  the  honor  to  report  in  reference  to  the  coal  declaratory  statements 
made  by  Clarence  Cunningham  as  agent,  and  known  as  the  "Cunningham 
group,"  involving  the  following  coal  declaratory  statements: 


c.  d.  s. 


Date  filed. 


No.  154 1  Feb.  21,1906 

"  166 1    "        »      " 

"  161 |    "        "      " 

"  171 [May    9,     " 

"  178 "        8,     " 

"  168 Feb.  21,    " 

"  184 May    9,     " 

"  160 Feb.  26,     " 

"  169 "      21,     " 

"  181 "      21,     «• 

"  164 

"  175 "        "      " 

"  844 Mar.    9,    " 

"  166 Feb.  21,    " 

"  163 1 

"  169 "        "      " 

M  155 «•        "      " 

"  183 ! 

M  185 "        "      " 

"  176 "        ••      " 

"  168 

"  172 

"  162 "        •■      •• 

"  180 1 

"  182 Mar.  21     •• 

"  186 1  Feb.   27 


167. 
166. 
173. 
179. 
174. 
158. 
177. 
170. 
157. 


26 
21 
21 


Mar. 
Feb. 
Oct. 


9  *• 
21  " 
10,1906 


Claimant. 


Orville  D.  Jones. 
C.  Cunningham. 

A.  B.  Campbell. 
John  G.  Finch. 
Frank  F.Johnson. 

B.  Nelson. 
Alfred  Page. 
Chan.  J.  Smith. 
Henry  White. 
Frederick  Burb ridge. 
H.W.Collins. 

John  G.  Cunningham. 

K.J.Cunningham. 

Fred  C.  Davidson. 

Michael  Doneen. 

Horace  C.  Henry. 

Francis  Jenkins. 

Arthur  D.Jones. 

Fred  H.  Mason. 

Frank  A.  Moore. 

Fred  Gushing  Moore. 

Miles  C.Moore. 

Walter  B.  Moore. 

IgnatiouR  Mullen. 

Joseph  H.Neill. 

Reginald  K.  Neill. 

Bvron  C.  Riblet. 
I  Chaa.  Sweeney. 
I  W.M.Baker. 

Henry  Wick. 

Wm.  E.Miller. 

W.  H.  Warner. 

Hugh  B.  Wick. 

Wm.H.  Batting. 

Andrew  L.  Schofleld. 


I 
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A  brief  history  of  the  investigation  of  these  cases  is  as  follows :  In  the  spring 
of  1907  former  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  commenced  an  investigation,  but 
owing  to  his  political  ambitions  and  his  intimate  friendship  with  some  of  the 
persons  involved,  Special  Agent  Horace  Tillard  Jones  was  directed  under  date 
of  June  21,  1907,  to  make  a  thorough  and  complete  investigation  of  these  cases; 
and  during  the  summer  of  1907  both  Special  Agents  Jones  and  Love  commenced 
their  investigation,  but  I  have  been  verbally  informed  by  Mr.  Jones  that  later 
verbal  instructions  were  received  at  Seattle  directing  them  to  only  make  a 
preliminary  investigation  with  a  view  to  determining  what  future  action  should 
be  taken.  In  the  course  of  this  investigation  many  affidavits  were  secured,  but 
owing  to  Mr.  Jones's  unfamiliarity  with  the  Alaska  coal  land  laws  he  was  only 
partially  successful  in  securing  evidence  showing  the  true  situation.  Mr.  Love 
was  either  also  unfamiliar  with  the  coal  land  laws  or  was  so  prejudiced  in 
favor  of  the  claimants  that  he  likewise  failed  to  secure  any  damaging  evi- 
dence. 

While  I  was  in  Washington  during  the  month  of  December,  1907,  I  verbally 
advised  the  office  that  a  conspiracy  existed  involving  nearly  all  the  Alaska  coal 
entries,  and  that  the  entries  were  not  made  for  the  individual  use  and  benefit 
of  the  claimants,  but  with  the  object  to  combination  so  as  to  acquire  more  coal 
land  than  allowed  by  law.  All  the  Alaska  coal  cases  were  shortly  thereafter 
placed  under  my  supervision,  with  instructions  to  make  a  thorough  investiga- 
tion. During  the  months  of  April  and  May  I  commenced  this  investigation  and 
secured  about  two  hundred  affidavits,  but  before  sufficient  time  was  allowed  to 
complete  this  work  I  was  directed  to  postpone  taking  further  action.  This,  as 
I  advised  you  by  wire,  would  greatly  lessen  the  Government's  chances  of  secur- 
ing sufficient  evidence  to  cancel  these  fraudulent  applications. 

Before  this  work  was  discontinued  the  affidavits  of  Clarence  Cunningham, 
H.  W.  Collins,  Henry  White,  Horace  C.  Henry,  Frederick  Burbrldge,  Miles  C. 
Moore,  Arthur  D.  Jones,  Fred  H.  Mason,  Orville  D.  Jones,  Frank  F.  Johnson, 
F.  Cushing  Moore,  Chas.  J.  Smith,  Fred  C.  Davidson,  W.  H.  Warner,  Henry 
Wick,  and  Michael  Doneen  were  taken,  copies  of  which  are  hereto  attached 
and  extracts  thereof  are  as  follows : 

Clarance  Cunningham  states:  "I  then  returned  to  Wallace,  Idaho,  and  inter- 
ested my  friends  in  joining  me  in  making  further  investigation;  ten  of  those 
interviewed  became  interested  and  contributed  $500.00  each  for  the  purpose  of 
further  exploiting  the  fields ;  we  then  decided  to  secure  coal  filings  on  the  land ; 
in  the  meantime  I  interested  about  twenty  other  persons,  all  of  whom  have 
since  made  coal  entries  for  one  hundred  and  sixty  (160)  acres  each;  each  of  the 
entry  men  contributed  about  the  same  amount  of  money,  amounting  to  approxi- 
mately $4,000.00  each;  this  money  was  spent  in  developing  the  fields  as  a 
whole,  completing  trails  to  the  coal  fileds,  uncovering  coal  veins  upon  the  various 
claims,  building  houses,  and  etc.    *    *    * 

"  We  have  had  no  written  agreement  whatever  with  any  corporation,  and 
the  only  understanding  which  we  have  had  is  that  among  ourselves ;  we  have  had 
an  understanding  that  when  patents  had  been  secured  we  would  form  a  com- 
pany for  the  development  of  the  coal  fields,  but  none  of  the  claims  were  taken 
up  for  the  benefit  of  a  corporation,  but  merely  with  the  idea  that  when  title  was 
secured  we  would  combine  our  claims  and  work  the  coal  field  for  ourselves; 
we  have  always  proceeded  with  that  end  in  view." 

H.  W.  Collins  states :  "  We  have  understood  among  ourselves  that  when  title 
was  secured  we  would  form  a  company  and  combine  the  entire  group." 

Henry  White  states :  "  The  money  was  expended  by  Cunningham  in  develop- 
ing the  said  claim  as  a  whole.  I  only  attended  one  meeting  of  the  coal 
claimants,  which  was  last  fall;  the  formation  of  a  company  was  not  formally 
discussed,  but  I  understand  that  the  question  of  getting  together  and  putting  In 
a  railroad  in  connection  with  our  claims  has  been  discussed  informally  among 
the  claimants.  Cunningham  has  had  absolute  control  over  the  disbursement  of 
moneys  that  I  have  paid  in  on  this  land." 

Horace  C.  Henry  states :  "  We  have  understood  among  ourselves  that  when 
title  was  secured  we  would  form  a  company  and  combine  the  entire  group." 

Frederick  Burbrldge  states :  "  We  have  understood  among  ourselves  that 
when  title  was  secured  we  would  form  a  company  and  combine  the  entire 
group." 

Miles  C.  Moore,  Arthur  D.  Jones,  and  Fred  H.  Mason  all  state :  "  We  have 
understood  among  ourselves  that  when  title  was  secured  we  would  form  a  com- 
pany and  combine  the  entire  group." 

Orville  D.  Jones  states:  "Cunningham  was  agent  for  thirty -oue  other  entry- 
men   who,   like   myself,   advanced   various   sums  of  money;    the   money  was 
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expended  by  Cunningham  to  develop  and  Improve  the  coal  fields  as  a  whole 
•  *  *  the  matter  of  the  formation  of  a  company  was  never  formally  dis- 
cussed at  any  of  our  meetings,  but  we  have  discussed  this  question  among  our- 
selves, as  we  were  well  satisfied  that  we  could  not  handle  the  claims  indi- 
vidually *  *  *.  We  have  therefore  understood  among  ourselves  that  when 
title  had  been  secured  we  would  form  a  company  and  combine  the  entire  group." 

Frank  F.  Johnson  and  F.  Cushing  Moore  certify  that  affidavit  of  Orville  D. 
Jones  is  true  with  respect  to  their  claims  also. 

Chas.  J.  Smith  states :  "  We  have  understood  among  the  entry  men  that  when 
title  was  secured  we  would  probably  form  a  company  for  the  operation  of  the 
entire  group  on  the  grounds  of  economy.'* 

Fred  C.  Davidson,  W.  H.  Warner,  and  Michael  Doneen  all  state :  "  We  have 
understood  among  ourselves  that  when  title  was  secured  we  would  form  a  com- 
pany and  combine  the  entire  group." 

In  addition  to  the  affidavits  secured,  I  secured  numerous  circulars  and  ex- 
hibits, with  which  you  are  partially  familiar,  showing  the  fraudulent  character 
of  this  group  of  entries.  Reference  is  particularly  had  to  the  journal  book  kept 
by  Clarence  Cunningham,  the  agent  of  these  claimants,  which  shows  conclusively 
that  they  were  being  worked  for  the  mutual  benefit  of  each  other,  share  and 
share  alike,  and  on  the  first  page  thereof  is  an  agreement — "  Whereby  each  of 
said  subscribers  shall  have  a  claim  of  160  acres  recorded  in  his  name  and  will 
own  the  same  individually  until  such  time  as  title  can  be  secured  for  same. 
After  this  is  done  each  subscriber  agrees  to  deed  his  interest  to  the  company  to 
be  formed  for  the  purpose  of  developing  and  marketing  said  coal  and  receive 
stock  in  said  company  in  payment  for  same,  and  it  is  further  agreed  that  each 
subscriber  shall  have  one-eighth  (i)  of  his  stock  issued  to  Clarence  Cunningham 
in  consideration  of  his  services  in  securing  said  land.  *  *  *  In  carrying 
out  the  above  plan  the  following  subscribers  paid  amounts  as  follows,  those 
paying  first  getting  in  at  a  lower  rate  than  when  options  were  paid  and  surveys 
made."  The  journal  book  thus  shows  that  in  accordance  with  this  agreement 
they  continued  to  make  payments  up  to  and  including  December,  1907,  and  was 
evidently  still  carrying  out  this  unlawful  agreement.  The  original  journal  was 
forwarded  to  you  with  the  recommendation  that  certified  copies  be  made,  and  I 
respectfully  ask  that  I  be  furnished  with  this  certified  copy  when  adverse  pro- 
ceedings are  brought. 

I  have  not  been  advised  whether  this  group  intend  to  consolidate  their  claims 
In  accordance  with  the  act  of  Congress  approved  May  28,  1908,  but  since  said 
act  is  only  for  the  benefit  of  bona  fide  coal  entries,  any  entry  fraudulently  ob- 
tained and  subject  to  cancellation  can  not  be  considered  as  bona  fide  entry  and 
therefore  could  not  be  allowed  the  benefit  of  said  act.  I  state  these  filings  were 
fraudulently  obtained  because  if  the  facts  admitted  by  the  agent  of  the  claim- 
ants and  the  claimants  in  their  affidavits  hereto  attached  had  been  set  out  in 
the  declaratory  statements  filed  in  the  land  office,  the  same  could  not  have  been 
accepted  and  allowed  without  violating  the  statute.  The  facts  so  far  obtained 
relative  to  this  group  of  filings  are  identical  to  the  case  of  United  States  vs. 
Trinidad  Coal  and  Coke  Company  (137  U.  S.,  160),  and  in  this  case  the  court 
held: 

"  It  is  true,  in  the  present  case,  that  some  of  the  persons  who  made  entries  in 
question  were  not,  strictly  speaking,  members  of  the  corporation,  but  only  its 
employees.  But,  as  they  were  parties  to  the  alleged  scheme  and  were,  in  fact, 
agents  of  the  defendant  in  obtaining  from  the  Government  coal  lands  that  could 
not  rightfully  have  been  Entered  in  its  own  name,  that  circumstance  is  not  con- 
trolling. *  *  *  There  is,  consequently,  in  view  of  all  the  allegations  of  the 
bill,  no  escape  from  the  conclusion  that  the  lands  in  question  were  fraudulently 
obtained  from  the  United  States." 

Your  attention  is  also  respectfully  Invited  to  the  decision  by  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  case  of  United  States  vs.  Keitel  et  al.,  which  is  another  similar  case 
to  the  one  involved.  The  facts  and  evidence  in  this  case  places  it  in  the  same 
category  with  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  case,  involving  coal  lands 
in  the  Vancouver  district  which  I  investigated  several  years  ago  and  in  which 
suits  were  instituted  in  the  United  States  circuit  court  for  the  western  district 
of  Washington.  This  case  was  recently  decided  by  Judge  Hanford  on  bills  and 
answers.  In  the  answers  of  some  of  the  defendants  in  this  case  they  deny  the 
charges  of  conspiracy  and  fraud ;  deny  that  there  was  an  agreement  preceding 
'  the  entry  made  in  their  names,  binding  them  to  convey  the  title  or  hold  it  in 
trust;  and  deny  that  the  United  States  has  had  any  right  to.  or  interest  in,  the 
property  subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the  patent  to  them.    They  admit,  how- 
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ever,  that  it  was  their  "  expectation  *  *  *  that  the  lands  *  *  *  should 
be  developed  and  exploited  at  the  Joint  expense  of  the  entrymen  thereof  and 
that  the  proceeds  of  all  mineral  extracted  or  taken  therefrom  and  sold  should 
be  used  for  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  operation,  and  that  when  said  lands 
should  have  been  entered  *  *  *  the  said  lands  *  *  *  should  be  de- 
veloped and  exploited  and  the  mines  thereon  operated  for  the  benefit  of  all  said 
entrymen,  share  and  share  alike."  They  also  aver  that  they  acted  under  the 
advice  of  counsel  and  believed,  and  now  believe,  that  a  combination  of  indi- 
viduate-#er  the  purpose  of  cooperation  in  acquiring  and  operating  coal-mining 
property  at  the  Joint  exiK^nse  of  all  and  for  the  sharing  of  profits  equally  is  not 
contrary  to  law.  The  court  decided  this  case  in  favor  of  the  United  States,  and 
held,  in  part,  as  follows:  + 

"  Considered  in  its  entirety  this  answer  is  a  virtual  confession  that  they,  the 
answering  defendants,  voluntarily  associated  themselves  with  others  to  acquire 
tracts  of  land  in  severalty,  but  to  be  held  for  the  Joint  benefit  of  all  in  equal 
shares,  and  the  only  actual  opposition  to  the  granting  of  the  decrees  demanded 
by  the  Government  is  this  contention  of  these  two  defendants,  that  the  pooling 
scheme  above  outlined  is  not  contrary  to  the  statute.  *  *  *  If  the  scheme 
was  not  unlawful  each  member  of  the  combination  would  have  a  legal  right  to 
compel  his  fellow-members  to  hold  each  and  every  tract  for  the  benefit  of  all, 
and  to  have  an  accounting  of  all  profits  derived  from  mining  operations  in  each 
and  every  tract,  although  the  legal  title  might  be  retained  by  the  individual 
members  in  severalty.  So  that  the  object  of  the  combination  was  to  acquire 
coal  land  in  excess  of  320  acres  for  an  association,  although  the  law  fixes  the 
maximum  quantity  at  320  acres." 

This  decision  has  not  been  reported,  but  I  have  heretofore  furnished  the  office 
with  a  copy  thereof. 

Those  interested  in  acquiring  these  coal  lands  are  presenting  the  argument 
that  by  withholding  title  the  Government  is  delaying  developments  In  Alaska, 
and  preventing  cheap  coal  from  being  placed  on  the  market  on  the  Pacific 
coast  As  a  matter  of  fact  this  is  untrue,  for  the  reason  that  the  coal  mines  in 
the  Cascade  Mountains  are  offering  their  coal  for  sale  at  Seattle  much  cheaper 
than  the  coal  mined  in  southwestern  Alaska  is  being  offered  at  Katalla,  the 
nearest  town.  Furthermore,  there  would  be  greater  criticism,  and  more  Just 
criticism,  for  the  administration  to  allow  patents  to  issue  for  these  coal  lands 
which  the  evidence  shows  to  have  been  fraudulently  made  with  the  intention  of 
consolidation  and  monopoly. 

In  the  course  of  investigation  heretofore  made  I  was  greatly  embarrassed  in 
my  work  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  many  of  the  claimants  appeared  to  be  fully 
informed  as  to  recommendations  previously  made  by  me  and  concerning  the 
work  which  I  had  been  directed  to  perform.  It  will  readily  suggest  itself  no 
doubt  that  one  Is  greatly  handicapped  by  being  confronted  with  such  a  con- 
dition, and  I  respectfully  recommend  that  hereafter  due  care  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  claimants  or  anyone  interested  from  knowing  what  has  been  done  or  is 
contemplated. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  from  my  general  knowledge  of  the  Alaska  coal- 
land  cases,  I  believe  further  investigation  should  be  made  with  a  view  to  the 
cancellation  of  the  entries. 

Respectfully,  (Signed)  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  Field  Division. 
JAP. 

Mr.  McCall.  Mr.  Brandeis,  I  am  not  familiar  with  this  case  at 
Trinidad;  but  in  the  quotation  given  in  this  record  I  see  the  court 
says  this :  "  But,  as  they  were  parties  to  the  alleged  scheme  and  were, 
in  fact,  agents  of  the  defendant  in  obtaining  from  the  Government 
coal  lands."  Now,  would  that  extend  to  the  case  where  different 
entrymen  were  entering,  each  for  his  own  interest,  with  an  under- 
standing and  a  cooperation? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  does  on  the  same  ground  that 
each  member  of  a  partnership  is  an  agent  for  all  the  others ;  on  that 
same  theory  they  are  jointly  interested,  and  therefore  each  one  is 
acting  not  only  in  his  own  behalf,  but  also  on  behalf  of  the  others. 
And  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  in  the  other  cases  the  same  principle 
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was  adopted.  I  should  think  that  the  Trinidad  Coal  Company  case 
was  rather  laying  down  a  general  rule,  of  which  this  was  an  appli- 
cation, than  it  can  be  said  it  was  precisely  the  same  case.  The  case 
that  was  more  clearly  like  it,  I  should  think,  was  the  Portland  Coal 
and  Coke  Company  case. 

Mr.  McCall.  That  was  the  one  decided 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  October  5,  1908. 

On  page  233,  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  statement,  is  contained  at  the  bot- 
tom of  the  last  paragraph  the  same  reference  which  I  have  read 
before: 

He  (referring  to  Glavis)  submitted  73  reports,  covering  all  the  coal  claims 
in  Alaska,  between  the  dates  of  March  20  and  the  middle  of  April,  1909,  in  each 
of  which  he  repeated  the  statements  contained  in  the  last  half  of  page  16  and 
the  first  half  of  page  17  and  the  two  paragraphs  in  the  center  of  page  20  of  his 
statement  to  you.  These  I  considered  an  unwarranted  reflection  upon  the 
Secretary,  commissioner,  and  the  office  generally.  So  far  as  I  am  aware,  no 
one  except  government  officials  entitled  thereto  has  ever  had  access  to  or 
knowledge  of  any  of  the  Alaska  coal  files.  Immediately  upon  receipt  of  these 
reports,  etc. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  maybe  you  can  help  us  there,  Mr.  Brandeis. 
He  refers  in  this  paragraph  here  to  pages  16  and  17  and  two  para- 
graphs on  page  20  of  his  statement  to  you.  That  probably  is  a  type- 
written statement.    Can  you  locate  it  in  this  book  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  have  not  been  able  to  definitely  locate  it,  but  I 
think  it  is  the  paragraph  which  I  read,  which  sets  forth  two  things — 
in  the  first  place  the  discontinuance  or  the  suspension  of  the  work,  and 
the  next  place  the  fact  that  the  entrymen  had  acquired  this  infor- 
mation  

The  Chairman.  In  the  office  here? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  the  office.  I  think  it  was  that  which  it  must 
have  referred  to,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  I  read  the  passage. 

I  will  ask  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  why  you  inserted  the  same  paragraph 
in  each  of  the  reports? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  wanted  to  make  each  of  the  reports  complete  and 
full.  I  thought  it  was  rather  peculiar  that  they  would  call  on  me  at 
that  time,  knowing  what  I  haa  investigated  heretofore  and  knowing 
I  had  not  done  anything  since  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  On  page  512 1  introduce  a  telegram  of  Proudfit,  act- 
ing commissioner,  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  April  8,  1909. 
Special  Agent  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Seattle,  Wash. 
Matter  mentioned  In  my  wire  March  10.    When  will  report  Cunningham 
group  be  submitted?    Answer  by  wire  quick. 

And  then  on  the  same  page,  512,  the  reply  of  Glavis : 

Seattle,  Wash.,  April  3,  1909. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  O. 

Baje  (report,  I  suppose,  or  telegram)  April  3.    Report  mailed  March  23. 

Glavis,  Chief. 
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Also  the  telegram  on  the  same  page  of  Glavis  to  the  commissioner, 
as  follows: 

Seattle,  Wash.,  April  8,  1909. 
Oom if  IS8I0NEB  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Hedrick  and  Booth  have  reported.    Recommend  that  transfer  to  Portland. 
Only  coal  and  timber  work  here  requires  experts.    More  agents  unnecessary. 
Authorize  employment  two  coal  experts  for  month. 

The  Chairman.  The  word  "  reported  "  there  means  that  they  have 
reported  for  duty,  and  that  is  all? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  for  duty.  It  follows  the  telegram,  Den- 
nett, commissioner,  on  the  same  page,  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  April  9,  1909. 
Special  Agent  Glavis, 

Seattle,  Wash. 
You  are  authorized  to  employ  two  coal  experts  at  $7  and  transportation  pend- 
ing eligible  list 

Mr.  Graham.  If  "  reported  "  means  reported  for  duty,  what  is  the 
meaning  of  recommending  their  transfer?  You  would  not  transfer 
a  new  man. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  no  use  for  a  new  man  there.  The  lyork  there 
was  such  that  a  new  man  could  not  do  it. 

Mr.  Graham.  The  point  is,  however,  does  reported  mean,  as  the 
chairman  suggests,  reported  for  duty,  or  does  it  mean  that  they  made 
a  report  of  what  thejr  had  been  doing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  reported  for  duty,  and  they  were  two 
men  who  had  just  been  appointed,  and  I  had  work  which  they  could 
not  do,  because  mine  was  timber  cruising  and  the  examination  of  coal 
lands,  both  of  which  required  experts,  and  the  Alaska  coal  investiga- 
tion, which  required  experienced  agents. 

The  Chairman.  You  called  for  two  coal  experts  and  were  author- 
ized to  get  them,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir;  I  employed  them  later. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  On  page  284  I  introduce  the  letter  of  Secretary 
Ballinger  to  the  commissioner,  of  April  14, 1909,  as  follows : 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  see  the  necessity  for  reading  all  of  that 
letter.    It  can  be  put  in  evidence  and  the  committee  will  read  it. 

Mr.  James.  It  may  aid  him  in  bringing  out  testimony  of  the  wit- 
ness, Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Unless  there  is  something  that  he  wants  to  read 
and  call  the  especial  attention  of  the  witness  to,  it  would  be  all  right 
to  read  it,  but  there  would  be  no  occasion  otherwise  to  read  the  whole 
letter.    It  will  be  inserted  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  simply  ask  that  it  will  be  inserted  in  the 
record. 

The  Chairman.  If  there  is  something  that  you  want  to  bring  to 
the  attention  of  the  witness  to  lay  a  foundation  for  a  question,  that 
is  a  different  matter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Perhaps  I  can  do  that  later.  I  do  not  want  to  take 
the  time  of  the  committee  now,  but  will  content  myself  with  simply 
introducing  the  letter. 

The  Chairman.  You  introduce  this  letter? 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  I  introduce  this  letter,  and  also  the  letter  on  the 
same  page,  284,  in  reply  to  it  by  Mr.  Schwartz  to  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office,  dated  April  16, 1909.  Also,  on  page  510, 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Schwartz  to  Mr.  Carr.  Mr.  Carr  was  then  the 
private  secretary  to  Secretary  Ballinger.    The  letter  is  dated  April  16. 

The  letters  are  as  follows : 

Secretary's  Office, 
Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  D.  0.,  April  14,  1909. 

Sir:  I  have  your  memorandum  of  tbis  date  giving  a  tabulated  showing  of 
the  volume  and  condition  of  the  field  work  at  the  close  of  the  month  of  Febru- 
ary of  this  year.  Your  report  shows  a  surprising  number  of  undisposed-of 
cases  for  field  Investigation,  as  well  as  cases  pending  in  the  United  States 
courts.  I  am  strongly  convinced  that  upon  a  preliminary  investigation  made 
by  your  chief  of  field  service  in  conjunction  with  the  chiefs  of  divisions,  many 
of  these  cases  will  be  found  to  be  of  a  character  which  would  not  warrant  the 
necessary  expenditure  of  time  and  money  for  detailed  separate  investigation. 
I  do  not  wish  the  department  to  be  put  in  the  position  of  encouraging  investiga- 
tions that  are  not  strictly  in  the  interests  of  protecting  the  Government  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  bona  fide  settler  or  locator  on  the  other.  In  all  organiza- 
tions such  as  your  field  organization  the  tendency  is  to  extend  the  field  of 
operation  beyond  what  is  reasonable  and  necessary  in  the  public  interest. 
Tour  officers,  therefore,  will  have  to  justify  themselves  completely  in  the  scope 
of  the  investigations  which  they  undertake.  I  would  like  to  have  you,  together 
with  Mr.  Schwartz,  carefully  consider  whether  or  not  a  portion  of  the  cases 
listed  for  field  investigation,  as  well  as  those  pending  in  court,  could  not  very 
properly  be  released,  and  thereby  permit  you  to  concentrate  your  energy  upon 
the  more  flagrant  alleged  violations  of  law,  thereby  making  it  practicable  to 
entirely  dispose  of  the  pending  cases  and  keep  well  within  the  appropriation. 

The  healthful  example  resulting  from  a  speedy  examination,  trial,  and  con- 
viction of  flagrant  cases  will,  in  my  estimation,  do  more  to  protect  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  Government  than  to  spread  your  energies  over  a  wider  and  less 
successful  field. 

I  would  be  glad  to  confer  with  you,  the  chief  of  field  service,  and  the  Assist- 
ant Attorney-General  respecting  this  matter  at  your  earliest  convenience. 
Very  respectfully, 

R.  A.  Ballinger,  Secretary. 

The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  0.,  April  16,  1909. 
The  honorable  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Sir:  October  20,  1908,  I  addressed  the  following  letter  to  all  chiefs  of  field 
division : 

"As  the  office  has  heretofore  advised  you,  the  number  of  cases  reported  in 
any  particular  division  is  not  necessarily  a  criterion  of  the  value  of  the  services 
performed.  The  office  appreciates  entirely  that  the  respective  field  corps  are 
working  with  energy,  and  are  endeavoring  to  give  the  Government  the  best 
service  possible,  and  this  subject  is  only  mentioned  out  of  an  abundant  caution 
that  none  of  the  more  important  cases  be  neglected  in  an  endeavor  to  make  a 
large  showing  in  the  number  of  Individual  cases  handled.  In  a  recent  address 
to  a  large  number  of  new  agents,  the  Secretary  laid  a  special  emphasis  upon 
the  fact  that  it  was  equally  our  duty  to  see  that  the  honest  settler,  or  other 
citizen  seeking  to  acquire  public  lands,  be  not  delayed,  and  that  wherever  good 
faith  is  apparent,  and  the  limitations  of  the  law  permitted,  the  efforts  of 
settlers  to  establish  themselves  upon  the  land,  or  reduce  it  to  beneficial  uses, 
should  receive  encouragement.  It  has  been  my  opinion  for  some  time  that  we 
might  give  more  of  our  attention  to  the  larger  cases,  and  thus  release  more  of  the 
small  cases  where  it  is  only  some  technical  violation  of  the  law  by  particular 
individuals,  who  are  otherwise  not  subject  to  criticism." 
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March  5,  1909,  by  telegram,  I  directed  the  chiefs  of  field  division  to  begin  a 
new  docket  of  cases  ou  that  date;  and  March  16,  1909,  I  further  advised  them, 
by  circular  letter,  that  the  purposes  1n  starting  a  new  docket  and  keeping  the 
old  cases  segregated  were  several,  as  follows : 

"  Pending  cases,  including  old  snags,  will  all  be  closed  out  during  the  coming 
fiscal  year— so  far  as  departmental  action  is  concerned  in  purely  department 
cases,  and  so  far  as  any  action  by  the  department  is  concerned,  prior  to  refer- 
ence to  the  Department  of  Justice,  in  cases  requiring  action  in  that  department. 
The  men  necessary  for  this  work  will  be  supplied.  Each  chief,  within  his 
jurisdiction,  and  the  chief  of  the  special  service  division  in  the  General  Land 
Office  (or  other  office  chief  having  jurisdiction)  will  be  held  directly  and 
personally  responsible  for  the  steady  aud  exi>editious  clearing  of  the  pending 
dockets." 

After  more  instructions  in  detail,  my  letter  further  advised : 

"  You  will  also  be  supplied  with  sufficient  number  of  agents  to  keep  current 
the  new  work.  It  is  required  that  it  be  kept  current,  and  that  no  case  be  al- 
lowed to  lag,  either  because  of  inherent  difficulties  or  by  reason  of  its  geo- 
graphic isolation ;  "  and  my  circular  concluded : 

"  In  addition  to  the  regular  monthly  report,  which  will  be  made  as  now,  you 
will  each  month  submit  a  monthly  work  sheet  showing  condition  of  cases  which 
were  pending  in  your  office  at  the  close  of  business  March  3,  1909." 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  I  have  personally  impressed  upon  all  those  chiefs 
of  field  division  with  whom  I  have  had  conversation  that  the  standing  and  pro- 
motion of  chiefs,  as  well  as  of  agents,  depend  not  upon  the  volume  of  business 
in  their  districts,  but  upon  their  ability  to  reduce  that  business  and  satisfac- 
torily and  promptly  overtake  the  work.  I  have  also  advised  them  that,  so  far 
as  my  recommendation  may  go,  there  shall  be  in  the  future  a  higher  standard 
Of  compensation,  and  a  higher  class  of  agents,  rather  than  low  compensation 
and  a  large  number  of  agents.  For  this  reason,  not  only  the  question  of  who  is 
to  be  retained  after  the  close  of  the  coming  fiscal  year,  but  the  question  of  a 
good  salary  will  depend  upon  the  showing  made  in  overtaking  the  work. 

RESPONSIBILITY  FOB  VOLUME  OF   WOBK. 

I  think  a  little  analysis  of  the  amount  of  business  pending  will  demonstrate 
that  your  field  force  is  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  chargeable  with  any  tendency  to 
extend  the  field  operations. 

There  is  a  total  of  34,651  cases  pending.  Of  this  total,  16,745  are  suspended 
by  the  arbitrary  rule  of  the  department  itself,  and  are  embraced  in  the  follow- 
ing items : 

State  selections  (largely  coal  area) 3,524 

Rights  of  way,  survey  applications,  and  Carey  Act 1, 533 

Homestead  entries,  coal  areas 9,255 

Desert-land  entries,  coal  areas 2,433 

Total 16, 745 

This  leaves  a  total  of  17,906  cases  which  are  not,  as  a  general  rule,  attributed 
directly  to  the  department  in  their  origin. 

Of  the  17,906  cases  thus  remaining,  there  are  2,580  cases  of  timber  trespass, 
and  1,767  cases  of  unlawful  inclosures.  We  have  also  1,445  court  cases,  none  of 
which  cases  can  well  be  eliminated  by  any  process  short  of  field  investigation 
or  trial  in  court 

As  to  the  court  cases,  they  have  been  reduced  in  the  last  year  over  50  per 
cent  by  detail  examination  of  the  dockets  in  the  United  States  attorney's  offices 
and  dismissal  of  all  cases  in  which  there  was  not  reasonable  expectation  of 
securing  judgment  or  verdict. 

This  leaves  a  total  of  12,114  cases,  which  may  be  properly  chargeable  to  the 
individual  complaints  that  come  to  the  General  Land  Office  and  the  special 
agents  or  to  the  preliminary  investigation  by  agents. 

At  the  last  tabulation  of  all  entries  pending  in  the  United  States  General 
Land  Office  (June  30, 1908)  there  was  a  total  of  340,999  entries  and  applications. 

It  will  therefore  be  observed  that  cases  arising  by  reason  of  individual  and 
specific  complaint — unassociated  with  general  departmental  orders  of  with- 
drawal— comprise  about  12,114  in  a  total  of  over  340,000  cases  pending.  This  is 
less  than  per  cent  of  the  total  business  temporarily  withdrawn  for  the  pur- 

pose of  investigation  upon  charges  made. 
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As  I  said  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  as  I  have  stated  at  various 
times,  it  is  my  conviction  that  neither  the  Interior  Department  itself  nor  Con- 
gress has  ever  yet  appreciated  the  volume  of  business  pending  in  the  General 
Land  Office,  and  until  there  is  an  apprehension  of  the  volume  of  this  business 
and  of  its  ramifications  we  will  never  be  able  to  appreciate  and  give  consent  to 
the  field  examinations  required. 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  foregoing  that  at  least  half  of  the  total  businefs  pend- 
ing in  the  field  arises  by  rule  of  practice,  regardless  of  Individual  conditions, 
and  is  predicated  upon  over  22,000,000  acres  of  coal-land  withdrawals,  which 
arbitrarily  suspend  all  nonmineral  entries  within  these  areas,  In  addition  to 
which  there  are  arbitrary  rules  for  the  investigation  of  all  pending  rights  of 
way,  applications  for  survey,  Carey  Act  applications,  and  several  thousand 
entries  in  a  large  territory  at  the  intersection  of  the  States  of  Wyoming,  Colo- 
rado, and  Idaho,  on  the  allegation  that  that  district  contains  valuable  deposits 
of  phosphate;  townships  suspended  in  California  upon  the  theory  that  the  lands 
were  valuable  for  oil,  to  which  must  be  added  several  thousand  cases  normally 
carried  and  not  Included  in  the  above  tabulation,  which  stand  suspended  by 
reason  of  reports  from  forest  officers. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  hands  of  the  Land  Office  are  tied,  and  it  is  unable  to 
proceed  in  any  case  within  a  national  forest  unless  it  shall  have  secured  the 
clear  list  or  approval  of  the  Forest  Service. 

I  agree  entirely  with  the  Secretary's  note  that  every  effort  should  be  made 
to  reduce  the  volume  of  this  business,  but  I  wish  also  to  add  that  every  effort 
available  is  being  made  within  the  limits  of  the  powers  of  this  office. 
Respectfully, 

H.  H.  Schwartz, 
Chief  of  Field  Service. 


P-HHS  Department  of  the  Interior,  ' 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington.  7).  C,  April  16,  1909. 

Mr.  Carr:  I  attach  hereto  a  recent  report . received  from  Mr.  Glavis  in  the 
matter  of  the  Cunningham  group.  I  have  just  seen  this  report,  and  to  say 
that  I  am  surprised  at  its  general  tenor  is  putting  it  rather  mild. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  records  disclose  (1)  that  in  December,  1907,  while  in 
this  city,  Mr.  Glavis  was  supplied  with  a  complete  copy  of  all  papers,  records, 
and  files  bearing  upon  the  charges  of  irregularity  in  reference  to  the  entry 
and  acquisition  of  coal  lands  in  the  district  of  Alaska;  that  (2)  December  28, 
1907,  he  was  advised  that  Chief  of  Field  Division  Colter  was  making  certain 
additional  investigations  in  the  vicinity  of  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  the  letter  of 
that  date  to  Mr.  Glavis  concludes : 

"You  will  from  time  to  time,  as  rapidly  as  possible,  make  separate  reports 
upon  Individual  entries  or  separate  group  of  entries,  to  the  end  that  action  may 
be  taken  without  further  delay. 

"  ( Signed )  B  allinger." 

(3)  January  7, 1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised  that  the  particular  group  known 
as  the  Cunningham  group  had  been  clear  listed  upon  the  favorable  report  of 
Special  Agent  Love.  (This  clear  list  was  immediately  withdrawn  at  the  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Glavis.) 

(4)  February  5,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised:  "You  will,  therefore,  on  re- 
ceipt of  this  letter  proceed  to  Spokane  and  complete  your  investigation  and 
make  your  final  report  as  to  these  claims  (Cunningham  group)/' 

(5)  Subsequently  the  coal  investigations  in  Alaska  were  temporarily  sus- 
pended, pending  a  determination  of  what  procedure  might  be  had  in  view  of 
the  coal-land  legislation  of  May  28,  1908,  which  was  intended  to  permit  the 
consolidation  of  claims  in  Alaska. 

(6)  October  7,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised,  among  other  things: 

"  Your  investigation  of  these  coal  entries  was  temporarily  deferred  during  the 
pendency  of  the  last  Congress  in  a  bill  to  provide  additional  laws  for  acquiring 
title  to  Alaska  coal  lands.  Since  that  time  the  condition  of  business  in  your 
district  has  been  such  that  no  further  investigation  has  been  had  of  these  par- 
ticular entries. 

"  You  are  directed  to  complete  your  investigation  along  the  original  lines  and 
so  prepare  the  Government's  case  as  to  be  able  to  present  all  the  facts  at  a 
hearing,  in  the  event  you  finally  made  adverse  report  and  ask  for  the  cancella- 
tion of  these  entries. 
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11  This  office  has  been  Informally  advised  that  the  various  entrymen  known  as 
the  Cunningham  group  have  concluded  to  stand  upon  the  old  law  and  ask  for  a 
patent  upon  the  now  pending  applications.  The  reports  as  made  by  you  to  this 
office  show  that  these  applications  were  fraudulent  and  should  be  canceled. 
Proceedings  will  be  deferred,  however,  until  such  time  as  you  advise  this  office 
that  you  have  completed  your  investigations  and  are  ready  to  sustain  the  Gov- 
ernment's case  at  the  hearing." 

(7)  Mr.  Glavls  has  since  been  proceeding  under  that  last  instruction. 

Mr.  Gla vis's  statement  that  he  has  been  "  greatly  embarrassed  by  reason  of 
the  fact  that  many  of  the  claimants  appear  to  be  fully  informed  as  to  recom- 
mendations previously  made  by  me  and  concerning  the  work  which  I  had  been 
directed  to  perform  "  is  not  understood  in  this  office,  as  claimants  have  been 
given  no  information,  except  the  general  proposition  that  their  claims  are  sus- 
pended at  the  request  of  field  officers. 

I  believe  the  various  statements  from  claimants  quoted  by  Mr.  Glavis  fully 
show  the  situation  in  reference  to  these  claims,  and  we  should  determine 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  law,  this  showing  warrants  a  hearing,  and  if  it  does, 
we  should  advise  Mr.  Glavls  that  these  cases  must  be  speedily  brought  to  a 
hearing  and  the  rights  of  the  claimants  determined. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  of  Field  Service. 
OWN 

The  foregoing  letter  contains  the  following  pencil  notation  on  face:  "This 
letter  has  been  seen  by  Mr.  Carr.    OWN." 
Copy  by  FRL. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  you  had  better  introduce  in  connec- 
tion with  that  letter  of  Mr.  Ballinger,  so  as  to  help  us  in  getting  the 
record  into  shape,  the  supplement  there  by  Mr.  Schwartz. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  quotes  Mr.  Ballinger.  That  is  one  document,  I 
think,  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  letter  to  Mr.  Carr. 

The  Chairman.  You  introduced  the  whole  of  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  introduced  the  whole  of  it — Mr.  Schwartz's  letter 
to  Mr.  Carr. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Including  the  notation  on  the  face? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  including  the  notation  on  page  511. 

The  Chairman.  Down  to  the  words  in  italics? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.  Perhaps  I  had  better  put  in  one  other 
paper.  On  pace  514  is  a  telegram  of  Schwartz  to  Glavis,  dated  April 
20,  1909,  as  follows: 

Sent  April  20,  1909. 
Special  Agent  Glavis,  Seattle,  Washington: 

Alaska  coal  investigations  must  be  completed  within  sixty  days.  What  num- 
ber additional  agents  do  you  require?    Answer  by  wire. 

( Signed )  Sch  w  artz, 

Chief  of  Field  Service. 

On  page  15  is  the  reply— April  20,  1909 : 

To  complete  Alaska  cases  in  two  months  Jones  and  four  more  agents  neces- 
sary. Six  hundred  affidavits  to  secure.  Snow  will  prevent  field  examination 
until  July. 

Glavis,  Chief. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Brandeis,  to  help  the  committee— and  I 
take  it  that  is  what  you  want  to  do 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Wholly 

The  Chairman.  Now,  what  is  the  response  of  the  department  to 
that  telegram  of  Glavis?  Can  you  locate  that  or  give  us  a  reference 
to  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  ask  Mr.  Glavis  to  do  that. 
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The  Chairman.  If  there  is  anything  in  this  book  here — telegram* 
or  letters  in  response  to  that — what  did  the  department  say  in  refer- 
ence to  getting  additional  help  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  said  Jones  was  not  available,  but  they  had 
sent  a  couple  of  other  agents ;  their  names  I  do  not  recall. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  in  this  book  here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  is. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  it  ought  to  come  in  at  this  point  in  order 
to  assist  the  committee. 

Mr.  Denbt.  Were  those  600  affidavits  that  you  said  you  had  to  take 
all  in  connection  with  the  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  nearly  all  of  them  wece  in  connection  with 
other  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Denbt.  During  this  investigation,  which  appears  to  have  ex- 
tended over  a  period  of  two  years  or  more,  you  examined  all  the 
Cunningham  claimants,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  we  got  affidavits  from  every  one  of  them,  I 
think. 

Mr.  Denbt.  And  some  150  other  affidavits  in  connection  with  the 
Cunningham  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  they  related  to  other  cases. 

Mr.  Denbt.  Did  you  ever  indicate  to  the  department  what  further 

Eroof  you  needed  or  intended  to  try  to  get  in  regard  to  the  Cunning- 
am  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Schwartz  and  I  had  discussed  that  oftea 
as  to  the  necessity  for  field  examination. 

Mr.  Denbt.  Is  that  in  writing  or  in  print  anywhere? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  is  one  letter  that  suggested  that,  and  that  was  a 
personal  letter — one  of  the  letters  we  called  for.  That  is  not  in  thifc 
record.    That  I  wrote  Mr.  Schwartz  in  February,  1908.  suggesting  it. 

Mr.  Denbt.  Telling  him  the  character  of  the  proof  you  expected 
to  get? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  before  I  had  started  upon  the  in- 
vestigation, merely  giving  an  idea  of  what  I  expected  to  find  when  I 
started. 

Mr.  Denbt.  Most  of  your  telegrams  simply  say,  "  More  investiga- 
tions needed,"  and  similar  language  to  that.  I  do  not  see  anywhere 
among  your  communications  to  the  department  any  statement  show- 
ing what  kind  of  investigations  they  were  to  be  or  what  character  of 
evidence  you  expected  to  produce. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  never  set  that  up  in  a  telegram. 

Mr.  Denbt.  Well,  a  letter  or  a  report  or  any  other  way — did  you 
set  it  out? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  so — yes;  in  the  letter  of  March  I 
called  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  Denbt.  March  of  what  year? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  are  one  or  two  letters  that  I  would  like  to  in- 
troduce here  that  may  answer  your  question,  Mr.  Denby. 

The  Chairman.  In  reply  to  that  telegram  ? 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  the  letter  on  page  514,  being  a  letter 
of  Qlavis  to  Schwartz  dated  April  27, 1909,  and  is  as  follows : 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Portland,  Oregon,  April  27,  1909. 
Mr.  H.  II.  Schwartz,  Chief  of  Field  Service,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  I  am  leaving  to-day  for  California  accompanied  by  Special  Agent  Stoner 
and  Timber  Cruiser  Bowman  to  make  the  necessary  investigations  in  said  State 
relative  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases.  We  have  just  finished  a  like  investigation  in 
Oregon. 

It  is  expected  that  the  California  work  will  be  completed  within  a  week,  and 
from  there  we  shall  proceed  to  Chicago,  where  there  are  seventy-five  entrymen 
residing  to  be  interviewed.  There  are  also  sixty-three  coal  claimants  residing 
at  Detroit  and  about  a  hundred  other  coal  claimants  throughout  the  Eastern 
and  Middle  Western  States,  all  of  whom  will  be  investigated  during  this  trip. 

In  order  to  complete  the  investigations  within  the  period  designated  by  you, 
Special  Agent  Andrew  Kennedy  and  Timber  Cruiser  Adams  will  meet  me  in 
Chicago.  When  the  work  in  the  East  is  completed  we  will  return  to  Washing- 
ton and  there  complete  the  work  in  said  State,  where  there  are  about  450  coal 
claimants,  all  of  whom  will  be  interviewed.  This  will  complete  the  investiga- 
tions except  the  field  work,  which  I  stated  in  my  telegram  to  you  could  not  be 
attended  to  until  July,  and  the  interviewing  of  coal  claimants  in  Alaska, 
amounting  to  some  75  persons.  I  had  intended  to  have  Specinl  Agents  H.  T. 
Jones  and  Percy  Smith  make  such  investigations,  but  owing  to  your  telegram 
of  recent  date  that  Mr.  Jones  was  not  available  this  work  will  be  necessarily 
delayed  until  my  return  from  the  East. 

Until  my  return  to  Seattle,  therefore,  there  will  be  no  work  for  Special  Agent 
Percy  Smith,  and  as  there  has  been  some  mail  received  for  Special  Agent 
Metzger  it  is  presumed  he  has  been  directed  to  report  to  me  for  duty.  If  such 
is  the  case,  there  will  be  no  work  for  him,  and  I  therefore  respectfully  recom- 
mend that  they  be  temporarily  assigned  to  some  other  division,  as  there  la 
practically  no  work  in  western  Washington  which  they  can  perform.  The  only 
cases  requiring  field  investigations  in  western  Washington  are  cases  within 
areas  classified  as  coal  land,  which  requires  an  examination  by  a  coal  expert, 
and  all  of  such  work  is  now  in  the  bands  of  two  coal  experts. 

My  experience  has  been  in  the  investigations  of  conspiracy  under  the  coal- 
land  laws  that  it  is  impossible  to  secure  any  results  unless  the  agents  are  thor- 
oughly familiar  with  all  phases  of  conspiracies  and  the  law.  This  belief  is 
strengthened  from  the  result  of  former  investigations  by  agents  in  the  Alaska 
cOal  cases.  In  order  to  secure  the  best  results,  it  is  my  opinion  that  this  work 
should  be  under  my  own  supervision,  and  therefore  neither  Special  Agents 
Smith  nor  Metzger  will  be  required  on  this  work  until  my  return  to  the  State 
of  Washington,  which  will  be  within  the  next  six  weeks.  Then  with  the  entire 
force  of  agents  in  my  division  I  believe  the  necessary  investigation  in  the  State 
of  Washington  can  be  finished  in  two  weeks  before  the  period  given  me  in  which 
to  interview  these  nine  hundred  claimants  will  have  expired. 

Should  you  desire  to  communicate  with  me,  you  may  do  so  within  the  next 
week  by  addressing  a  letter  care  general  delivery,  Chicago,  Illinois.    Upon  my 
arrival  in  Chicago  I  will  further  advise  you  of  any  change  of  address. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  Field  Division. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  what  I  referred  to.  This  is  the  reply 
that  was  made  to  this  telegram  of  Mr.  Schwartz  on  page  15 — a  to 
complete  Alaska  cases  in  two  months."  You  recall,  Mr.  Brandeis, 
that  the  department  had  wired  him  to  complete  it  in  sixty  days? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  his  reply  was,  "To  complete  Alaska  cases 
in  two  months,  Jones  and  4  more  agents  necessary.  Six  hundred 
affidavits  to  secure."  Now,  what  I  want  to  get  at  is  the  response  of 
the  department  to  that. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  I  find  nothing.  There  are  4  letters  which  I 
will  introduce  here,  which  is  all  that  I  have  been  able  to  find  which 
bear  upon  the  matter.    I  think  we  have  included  that  in  our  request. 

The  Chairman.  The  point  I  want  to  get  at  in  this  connection  is, 
Did  they  give  him  this  additional  help  that  he  wanted  ? 

Senator  Fletcher.  If  you  will  look  at  page  515,  Mr.  Chairman, 
you  will  see  the  following: 

I  had  intended  to  have  special  agents  H.  T.  Jones  and  Percy  Smith  make 
anch  investigations,  but,  owing  to  your  telegram  of  recent  date  that  Mr.  Jones 
was  not  available,  this  work  will  be  necessarily  delayed  until  my  return  from 
the  East. 

Evidently  a  telegram  was  sent. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  a  letter  or  telegram,  I  do  not  know  which  it 
was.  *  I  thought  it  was  in  that  record. 

Mr.  Cotton.  It  is  not  here. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No;  there  are  quite  a  number  of  communications, 
as  I  have  already  indicated — really  quite  a  number  of  communica- 
tions which  were  omitted  from  this  record. 

Mr.  Denbt.  Perhaps  Mr.  Glavis  can  state  what  the  department 
did  in  response  to  that  telegram. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  letter  will  explain  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  If  you  will  look  at  that  letter  of  April  27,  which 
follows  it,  perhaps  jou  may  refresh  your  recollection,  if  you  have 
not  a  clear  recollection  on  any  point. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  offer  the  letter? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  introduced  the  letter  of  April  27. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  admitted  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  think  the  first  paragraph  in  the  letter  of  April 
27 — the  first  paragraph  at  the  top  of  page  515 — is  a  response  to  that 
telegram. 

xhe  Chairman.  I  will  say,  Mr.  Madison,  that  while  these  investi- 
gations were  in  California  and  other  places,  they  all  relate  to  these 
coal  claims — the  Cunningham  claims.  They  relate  to  these  Alaska 
coal  claims.  It  is  not  work  with  regard  to  claims  in  California;  it 
is  Alaska  claims. 

Mr.  Madison.  Yes.    Now  it  says  this : 

When  the  work  in  the  East  is  completed  we  will  return  to  Washington  and 
there  complete  the  work  In  said  States  where  there  are  about  450  coal  claim- 
ants, all  of  whom  will  be  interviewed.  This  will  complete  the  investigations 
exceptvthe  field  work,  which  I  stated  in  my  telegram  to  you  could  not  be 
attended  to  until  July. 

Evidently  those  450  coal  claimants  were  Alaska  coal  claimants — 
that  is  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  This  whole  letter  refers  to  the  Alaska  investigation. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  the  trip  to  California,  or  was  the  trip  to 
California  in  connection  with  the  Alaska  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was;  and  the  trip  to  Chicago  and  the 
trip  I  made  to  the  East  and  Middle  Western  States;  all  were  investi- 
gating and  interviewing  Alaska  coal  claimants. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  many  coal  claimants  were  there  in  California? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  approximately  about  30,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  recall  to  what  groups  they  belonged? 
Did  they  belong  to  the  Cunningham  group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  One  of  them  did  belong  to  the  Cunningham  group. 
We  did  not  get  to  see  him.    He  resided  at  Los  Angeles. 
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Mr.  Graham.  Perhaps  reading  the  last  sentence  of  the  paragraph 
referred  to  by  Judge  Madison  would  enable  you  to  recall  and  answer 
the  chairman's  question.     You  say — 

I  had  intended  to  have  Special  Agents  H.  T.  Jones  ami  Percy  Smith  make  such 
investigations,  but  owing  to  your  telegram  of  recent  date  that  Mr.  Jones  was 
not  available  this  work  will  be  necessarily  delayed  until  my  return  from  the 
East. 

Can  vou  recall  the  telegram  therein  referred  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  one  I  mentioned  that  was  in  answer  to  that 
telegram  that  I  sent,  but  I  do  not  recall  just  what  it  stated. 

Mr.  Graham.  Do  you  recall,  in  a  general  way,  whether  it  author- 
ized you  to  get  the  help  asked  tor  in  the  telegram  on  page  15  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  some  mention  in  it  that  Jones  was  not  avail- 
able and  that  they  were  going  to  send  some  others — I  do  not  remem- 
ber their  names  now. 

Mr.  Graham.  And  you  do  not  know,  do  you,  whether  the  telegram 
is  in  this  record  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandbis.  I  have  made  a  pretty  careful  search,  and  I  have  not 
found  anything  at  this  time  except  their  letters. 

Mr.  Graham.  Do  you  know  whether  you  have  asked  for  the  pro- 
duction of  that  telegram  in  your  statement  to  the  chairman  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  do  not  know  whether  we  have  specifically,  but  we 
desire  all  of  the  papers  that  are  not  here,  and  we  will  make  specific 
reference  to  that  telegram  in  a  subsequent  request. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  did  in  effect,  did  you  not?  I  am  not  putting  it 
in  the  form  of  a  question,  as  I  realize  it  is  asking  you  for  a  construc- 
tion of  your  own  instrument  of  writing,  but  the  idea  that  you  meant 
to  convey  by  your  letter  of  April  27,  1909,  was  that  you  would  at- 
tempt to,  and  you  thought  you  could,  perhaps,  close  up  that  investi- 
gation in  the  sixty  days. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Except  the  field  work. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  could  do  it  all  except  the  field  work  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  say  here — 

in  order  to  complete  the  investigations  within  the  period  designated  by  you, 
Special  Agent  Andrew  Kennedy  and  Timber  Cruiser  Adams  will  meet  me  in 
Chicago. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  So  you  thought  you  could  finish  it  all  and  this  letter 
is  an  answer  to  that  telegram  to  that  effect? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  thought  so  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  you  go  to  work  and  try  to  complete  it  in  the 
sixty  days? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  What  progress  did  you  make;  what  results  did  you 
get  from  your  efforts? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  we  got  something  like  two  or  three  hundred 
affidavits ;  got  the  records  and  evidence  in  the  Alaska  matter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  you  not  state,  Mr.  Glavis,  exactly  what  you 
did  in  that  time,  where  you  went,  and  what  you  did  at  the  different 
places,  and  who  went  with  you  as  special  agent? 

Mr.  Madison.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  I  would  like  him  to  just 
answer  my  question.    Mr.  Glavis,  just  tell  me  what  result  you  got, 
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without  going  so  much  into  detail;  tell  me  what  you  accomplished 
in  that  sixty  days. 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  got  three  or.  four  hundred  affidavits — about  300 
affidavits. 

Mr.  Graham.  Scattered  over  how  much  territory  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  started  in  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  got  affidavits 
there,  and  went  down  to  California  and  got  affidavits  at  Sacramento, 
San  Francisco,  Oakland,  San  Jose,  and  Los  Angeles.  Then  we  went 
from  there  to  Chicago  and  got  30  or  40  affidavits  in  Chicago,  and  I 
took  Stoner — Special  Agent  Stoner — and  Bowman  with  me  through 
Portland  and  California  and  through  to  Chicago.  There  we  met 
Agent  Kennedy  and  got  affidavits  ana  evidence  in  Chicago.  Then  we 
went  to  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  secured  all  the  documentary  evidence  of 
the  Michigan  and  Alaska  Development  Company.  That  involved 
about  300  coal  filings  in  Alaska,  and  we  commenced  securing  the 
affidavits  there. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  How  many  of  them  were  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  How  many  affidavits  did  we  get?  We  got  about  ($5 
or  70  affidavits  on  that  trip  in  Detroit,  I  think.  Then  I  left  Special 
Agent  Bowman  in  Detroit,  and  Special  Agent  Stoner  was  subpoenaed 
to  report  to  the  United  States  court  in  Portland,  and  Mr.  Kennedy 
and  I  came  on  East.  We  stopped  at  Pittsburg  and  went  through 
Pennsylvania,  and  I  came  on  to  Washington.  Then,  in  June,  Mr. 
Kennedy  made  an  investigation  in  New  York  and  the  New  England 
States. 

Mr.  Madison.  In  connection  with  the  Alaska  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dbnbt.  Were  any  of  them  in  connection  with  the  Cunning- 
ham group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  there  were  none  in  the  Cunningham  group. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  got  about  300  affidavits.  Of  course  they  were 
from  300  different  persons? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  we  had  to  hunt  in  order  to  locate  those 
people. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  did  not  complete  the  task;  you  did  not  cover 
all  the  ground. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  kept  on  getting  new  evidence,  other  evidence 
which  was  developing,  wnat  we  could  not  foresee. 

Mr.  Madison.  In  other  words,  you  had  not  covered  the  entire  field, 
but  only  a  part  of  it,  at  the  end  of  the  sixty  days? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Then  what  did  you  do? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  wired  the  office  that  I  was  still  securing  evidence  in 
the  case. 

Mr.  Madison.  What  did  they  wire  you  back? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  said  that  my  report  had  to  be  submitted,  but 
that  I  could  continue  my  investigations. 

Mr.  Madison.  Thev  said  you  were  to  submit  a  report,  but  to  go 
ahead  with  your  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  you  do  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  submit  the  report  right  then,  but 
started  to 

Mr.  Madison.  Why  not? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  submitted  some,  but  not  all  of  them,  because 
when  I  went  to  put  the  affidavits  in  each  group  together  and  examine 
them  carefully  I  would  still  find  a  change  of  evidence  in  the  con- 
spiracies that  could  be  covered  by  further  investigation,  and  on  that 
account  there  would  be  missing  links  in  the  chain  of  evidence  which, 
in  order  to  make  complete  reports,  should  be  secured. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  you  mate  a  partial  one? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  I  made  a  partial  report. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  made  a  partial  report,  which  was  all  the  de- 
partment asked  of  you  at  that  time,  but  they  told  you  to  go  ahead 
and  not  stop  your  investigation.    Now,  did  you  go  ahead  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  kept  on,  but  just  then  they  wired  me  that 
the  Cunningham  group  intended  to  come  under  the  old  law  and  that 
immediate  hearings  would  follow,  which  prevented  my  doing  any- 
thing more  on  it,  and  I  protested  against  that  because  I  wanted  to 
get  in  these  field  examinations  of  the  Cunningham  claims  before  pro- 
ceeding with  the  work. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  they  say  to  you  to  stop  any  investigation  on 
the  Cunningham  group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir ;  they  did  not  say  that,  but  they  said  hearings 
would  follow  immediately. 

Mr.  Madison.  What  was  meant  by  hearings? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  taking  of  testimony,  regular  trial  of  the 
case  between  the  Government  ana  the  claimants. 

Mr.  Madison.  Before  whom  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  ordinarily  it  is  before  the  register  and  receiver 
of  the  United  States  Land  Office,  but  they  stated  that  in  order  to  save 
time  and  expense  that  they  were  going  to  have  a  special  commissioner 
from  the  General  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  they  have  that;  did  they  have  a  commissioner 
to  take  testimony? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  did,  but  before  that  the  testimony  was 
not  commenced  until  along  in  October  or  November,  because  my  tele- 
grams and.  communications  explained  these  incidents  a  little  more 
thoroughly  than  I  do. 

Mr.  Madison.  To  get  it  straightened  out,  there  has  been  a  mass  of 
testimony  here,  and  I  am  asking  you  these  questions  in  order  to  get  a 
connected  story 

Mr.  Glavis.  Then  I  protested  against  it,  and  said  I  could  not  con- 
sistently proceed  without  this  further  investigation  was  completed 
before  the  hearing  had  commenced.  They  sent  a  special  agent 
named  Sheridan  out  to  take  charge  of  the  cases  finally  and  to  conduct 
the  hearing. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  a  lawyer,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  a  lawyer  and  had  been  engaged  before 
that  time  in  coal-land  prosecutions  for  the  Government? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  told  me  he  had  had  some  experience.  He  had  been 
in  the  service  about  a  year. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  not  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  he  had? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  except  what  he  told  me.  He 
had  been  in  the  service  about  a  year,  and  I  guess  he  had  had  a  little 
bit  of  experience. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  a  lawyer  by  profession,  was  he  not? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  he  have  the  hearing;  did  he  take  the  testimony? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  went  over  the  evidence  then. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  want  to  understand  whether  he  was 
put  in  charge  under  Sheridan;  that  he  was  sent  out  there  and  was 
put  in  charge  and  you  were  still  to  continue  in  the  work  with  Sher- 
idan. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  not  taken  off  from  the  work  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  no,  sir.  He  was  put  in  charge  to  proceed  with 
the  hearings  as  they  directed  me  to  proceed,  and  I  protested  against  it. 

The  Chairman.  Protested  against  his  being  put  in  charge  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  protested  against  proceeding  with  the  hear- 
ings before  the  field  examinations  were  made. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  were  you  associated  with  Mr.  Sheridan 
in  that  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Sheridan  arrived  there  about  July  21,  And  I  re- 
mained about  five  or  six  days.  He  reviewed  the  evidence,  and  after 
going  over  the  evidence  very  carefully  he  made  a  report  to  the  com- 
missioner concurring  in  my  recommendations  and  recommending  that 
they  wait  until  the  field  examinations  were  made. 

The  Chairman.  Then  there  was  nothing  in  the  conduct  of  Sheri- 
dan that  would  induce  you  to  believe  that  he  took  any  other  view  of 
the  cases  than  you  had  done? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  took  the  same  view  of  the  case  that  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  the  Government  was  not  put  in  any  jeop- 
ardy because  he  was  put  at  the  head  of  it  instead  of  your  remaining 
at  tne  head  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  sir;  not  upon  that  case. 

Mr.  Graham.  Why  did  you  consider 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  not  shortly  after  that  time-rafter  Sheri- 
dan was  put  at  the  head  of  the  work — that  it  occurred  to  you  to 
apply  to  Pinchot  to  introduce  you  to  the  President  and  see  him,  and 
that  it  occurred  to  you  that  it  was  dangerous  that  these  claims  should 
go  to  patent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  protested  against  having  hearings  in  the 
Cunningham  cases  on  July  16,  1909,  to  the  Forest  Service;  Mr. 
A.  C.  Shaw  was  the  law  officer  of  the  Forest  Service  in  Washington, 
D.  C. — by  telegram  of  July  17  they  put  Sheridan  in  charge  or  the 
case. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  not  that  fact  that  rather  alarmed  you 
and  made  you  apply  to  Mr.  Pinchot  for  assistance  to  put  you  in  touch 
with  the  President? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  there  were  a  great  many  things  that  alarmed 
me  beside  that.    That  did  not  worry  me  very  much. 

Mr.  Graham.  Whv  did  you  consider  the  field  examination  so 
necessary  that  you  thought  the  hearing  ought  to  be  delayed  until 
after  it  was  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  we  had  documentary  evidence  showing  the  ex- 
penditures made  by  the  different  coal  claimants;  showing  each  one 
expended  an  equal  amount.  We  had  also  secured  the  affidavits  of  a 
majority  of  the  entrymen  which  admitted  that  they  had  this  unlaw- 
ful understanding.  My  ideas  of  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearings 
was  to  supplement  the  evidence  we  secured  by  a  field  examination  on 
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the  ground,  showing  that  the  workings  of  the  33  claims  were  done 
with  one  intention,  that  of  mining  the  coal  for  the  benefit  of  all 
the  claimants  equally,  and  I  felt  that  when  we  had  that  evidence  we 
could  make  a  prima  facie  case  from  that,  together  with  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Cunningham  journal,  which  had  the  agreements  and  un- 
derstanding of  the  different  claimants,  and  the  record  evidence  show- 
ing that  these  improvements  had  been  made  by  the  several  entrymen 
for  the  benefit  of  all. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  let  me  call  your  attention  to 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  had  not  finished. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  go  on. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Then  the  prima  facie  case  had  been  made,  and  in  order 
to  have  been  made  it  would  have  been  necessary  for  the  claimants  to 
have  gone  on  the  stand.  We  could  then  have  used  the  affidavits 
which  they  had  previously  made  in  impeaching  any  testimony  which 
they  might  give  contrary  to  the  statements  made  heretofore,  and  I 
thought  it  would  have  made  the  case  much  stronger  to  have  done  that 
than  to  have  had,  as  we  would  have  had  to  have  done,  if  we  had  not 
made  a  field  examination — to  have  relied  upon  making  a  prima  facie 
case  by  calling  the  claimants  themselves  as  our  witnesses,  I  felt  that 
the  Government's  case  would  be  much  stronger. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  listen  to  me.  Let  us  understand 
the  procedure.  Now,  in  the  ordinary  course,  this  testimony  would 
have  been  taken  before  the  register  and  receiver;  your  ex  parte  affi- 
davit would  not  have  been  testimony  there;  you  could  only  use  them 
for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether  the  claimants  testified  differently 
in  that  hearing  from  what  they  had  in  your  affidavits — is  not  that  so! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  at  the  hearing  which  they  would  have  had 
the  Government  would  introduce  these  affidavits  as  their  own  testi- 
mony in  order  to  make  out  a  prima  facie  case. 

The  Chairman.  They  did  that  by  stipulation  before  the  commis- 
sioner. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  suppose  it  was  by  stipulation. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  the  regular  course  would  have  been  to  have 
taken  all  this  testimony  about  these  claims  before  the  register  and 
receiver,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  But  a  stipulation  was  entered  into  by  which  a 
commissioner  was  appointed  to  go  about  the  country  and  take  testi- 
mony where  the  different  claimants  lived — was  not  that  the  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  that  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
Land  Office  would  make  the  first  decision. 

The  Chairman.  Instead  of  the  register  and  receiver? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  That  was  a  new  practice  to  me;  I  never 
heard  of  any  request  for  it  before.  Heretofore  they  always  went  to 
the  Land  Office. 

The  Chairman.  Was  not  that  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  having  the 
claimants  come  to  the  local  land  office  at  Juneau,  Alaska  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  not  that  for  the  convenience  of  the  claimants, 
so  that  their  testimony  could  be  taken  by  this  commissioner  at  the 
residence  or  near  the  residence  where  the  different  claimants  lived  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  sir;  that  was  not  the  apparent  reason,  because, 
under  the  rules  01  practice  relating  to  the  conduct  of  hearings,  the 
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claimants  have  the  right  to  have  their  testimony  taken  within  the 
county  in  which  they  live.  The  Government  has  the  same  right 
They  can  not  subpoena  a  witness  outside  of  the  county  in  which  he 
lives. 

Mr.  Madison.  This  was  a  proceeding  to  determine  the  question  of 
the  validity  of  these  entries,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  In  which  the  Government  was  on  one  side  and  the 
entrymen  on  the  other? 

Mx.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  They  had  made  their  proof  before  the  register  and 
receiver  and  had  obtained  their  receipts.    That  is  right,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  they  wanted  their  cases  to  proceed  to  patent, 
and  you  had  protested  and  said  that  they  ougnt  not  to  receive 
patents.    That  is  right,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Then  a  proceeding  was  instituted  to  determine  the 
question  whether  or  not  they  were  entitled  and  should  receive  the  pat- 
ents, and  you  were  a  special  agent  authorized  to  collect  evidence  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  Government  had  a  case  against  these 
entrymen.    That  is  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  you  collected  the  evidence,  and  you  felt  that 
you  had  not  yet  obtained  all  the  evidence  which  you  thought  you 
ought  to  have,  and  which  the  Government  ought  to  have,  in  order  to 
safely  go  to  trial — that  is  the  proposition,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir 

Mr.  Madison.  And  that  you  ought  to  make  further  investigations 
and  follow  further  lines  that  were  suggested  to  you  by  your  exami- 
nations before  the  Government  could  safely  enter  into  the  hearings — 
that  was  your  proposition,  was  it  not?- 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  felt  that  the  more  evidence  we  had  the 
safer  we  were. 

Mr.  Madison.  Now?  then,  it  was  a  question  of  judgment  with  you, 
and  your  superiors  differed  with  you  as  to  whether  or  not  you  had 
enough  evidence  to  safely  proceed  to  hearing — was  that  the  situa- 
tion ?    I  want  simply  to  get  the  facts. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  They  said  you  have  enough  and  you  said  that  we 
have  not  enough,  and  then  they  proceeded  to  send  out  a  commis- 
sioner to  take  the  testimony? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Sheridan 
agreed  with  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Before  they  sent  the  commissioner  they 
sent  another  special  agent  to  go  over  the  case;  he  took  charge  and 
proceeded  with  the  hearing. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  he  also  said  that  further  evidence,  was  neces- 
sary— that  is,  you  ought  to  make  further  examination  and  obtain 
further  evidence? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  To  make  your  case  stronger  before  you  proceeded  to 
hear  it? 

Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


204      INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Now,  that  is  the  situation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  And  that  evidence  which  I  wanted  to  get  I 
could  only  get  during  the  summer  months  on  the  ground.  ' 

Mr.  Madison.  You  had  obtained  the  evidence,  so  far  as  the  testi- 
mony of  witnesses  was  concerned,  in  the  one  group,  the  Cunningham 
cases.  All  the  evidence  that  could  be  obtained  along  that  line  you 
had  already  obtained? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  practically  all.  There  might  have  been  one  or 
two  people  from  whom  I  should  have  liked  to  secure  affidavits. 

Mr.  Madison.  There  was  but  one  thing  needed  to  complete  the 
Cunningham  cases  for  the  Government,  and  that  was  to  investigate 
the  land;  go  to  the  land  and  investigate  and  determine  the  manner 
in  which  they  were  improving  their  claims,  whether  jointly  or  sepa- 
rately.   That  is  the  proposition  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  as  to  the  Cunningham  cases,  you  were  saying  to 
your  superiors  that  there  should  be  no  hearings  until  there  was  a  field 
examination.    Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Could  they  not  have  gone  ahead  with  the  hearings 
before  the  commissioner  i  The  commissioner  was  simply  to  take  tes- 
timony: he  was  just  the  same  as  a  notary  public.  He  didn't  have 
any  power  to  pass  upon  the  facts ;  he  simply  reported  this  testimony 
to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Well,  they  could  have  gone  ahead  and  taken  that  tes- 
timony and  later  on  have  made  the  examination  in  the  field,  could  they 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Madison,  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact 
that  this  was  a  sort  of  continuing  operation ;  if  the  Government  had 

Sone  ahead  and  taken  these  depositions  it  would  not  have  ended 
le  cases;  the  Government  could  still  hold  it  open  after  that. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  was  what  I  was  asking  him  about 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Government  had  to  make  a  prima  facie  case 
first;  that  was  the  whole  point.  And  in  order  to  make  a  prima  facie 
case,  without  the  Government  calling  the  entrymen  themselves,  we 
had  to  have  this  field  examination  and  the  documentary  evidence — 
putting  both  together  would  make  a  prima  facie  case. 

Mr.  Madison.  All  I  am  trying  to  do  is  to  simply  get,  in  a  perfectly 
kindly  and  sympathetic  way,  your  position  and  the  facts  of  the 
matter.  Now,  this  was  a  proceeding  before  the  Commissioner  of 
the  General  Land  Office.  If  it  had  a  title  as  a  legal  proceeding,  it 
was  something  like  this :  "  Before  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
Land  Office,  in  the  matter  of  the  application  of  so  and  so  for  pat- 
ents, or  in  the  matter  of  protest  against  the  issuance  of  patents,  in 
the  Cunningham  coal  cases."  It  was  a  proceeding  before  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  General  Land  Office,  and  in  order  that  evidence 
might  be  taken  and  brought  before  him,  they,  in  effect,  to  use  com- 
mon parlance,  took  depositions. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.       205 

Mr.  Madison.  And  this  commissioner  that  went  out  was  simply  a 
commissioner  to  take  depositions  as  we  understand  it  in  ordinary 
parlance  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Now,  then,  they  might  have  taken  any  number  of 
depositions  and  filed  them  up  here,  but  that  did  not  mean  that  the 
commissioner  need  to  have  examined  them — I  mean  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Oeneral  Land  Office— or  had  a  final  hearing  until  all 
the  evidence  that  everyone  on  each  side  wanted  to  bring  out  was 
brought  before  him.    Isn't  that  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  a  little  different  from  that. 

Mr.  Madison.  Tell  me  why. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  more  like  a  civil  case  in  the  United  States 
courts,  where  they  have  a  referee  to  take  the  testimony.  It  has  to 
be  conducted  just  like  you  would  conduct  a  court,  case.  Instead  of 
taking  the  testimony  first  of  the  one  side  or  the  other,  the  Govern- 
ment has  to  make  its  case  first,  in  order  to  make  it  necessary  at  all 
for  the  claimants  to  put  in  any  testimony.  If  we  could  not  make  a 
prima  facie  case,  the  case  could  be  dismissed  right  there;  they  could 
rest. 

Mr.  Madison.  In  the  making  of  this  prima  facie  case  there  was 
not  any  definite  time  fixed  in  which  it  had  to  be  concluded  in  order 
to  make  a  prima  facie  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  In  other  words,  they  could  have  gone  ahead  and 
taken  this  testimony,  or  these  depositions,  because  it  would  have 
amounted  in  legal  effect  to  that,  and  during  the  progress  of  the  taking 
of  the  depositions  or  even  after  that,  they  could  have  sent  to  Alaska 
and  had  an  investigation  made  of  the  land,  and  had  the  persons  who 
made  the  investigation  testify  as  a  part  of  the  Government's  case. 
That  could  have  been  done,  could  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  it  could  in  a  way.  But  I  think  you  perhaps 
will  fully  understand  the  situation  by  reading,  on  page  43,  the  report 
of  Mr.  Sheridan  to  Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz,  dated  July  27,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  What  page? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Page  43. 

Mr.  Graham.  Let  me  ask  you  this  question  first:  Would  it  have 
been  necessary  for  you  to  attend  the  hearings  personally  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  While  the  hearings  were  going  on,  could  the  field 
work  be  going  on  also? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  could.  But  we  wanted  to  put  the  field 
work  in  first 

Mr.  Graham.  Who  had  the  power  to  fix  the  time  when  the  testi- 
mony for  the  Government  should  be  all  put  in? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  commissioner. 

Mr.  Graham.  Had  you  any  assurance  whether  he  would  extend  that 
time  indefinitely,  after  having  taken  the  testimony,  or  whether  he 
would  close  it  in  a  reasonable  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  but  they  would  usually  give  the  Government 
plenty  of  time.  But  the  trouble  is  we  didn't  have  any  testimony, 
as  I  believed  it,  proper  to  put  in  evidence  until  the  field  examination 
was  made.    In  my  opinion  that  was  the  first  thing  that  should  go  in. 
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Mr.  Graham.  What  could  be  gained  by  the  Government  in  begin- 
ning its  case  until  it  was  ready  to  put  in  all,  or  practically  all,  its 
testimony? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Nothing  could  be  gained  from  either  side.  The  other 
side  would  not  start  putting  in  their  evidence  until  we  had  rested 
our  case. 

Mr.  Denby.  Did  not  the  Cunningham  affidavits  and  papers  con- 
stitute a  prima  facie  case — the  papers  you  had  already  gathered? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  dia.  But  I  felt  that  insteadof  introduc- 
ing those  affidavits,  if  we  could  make  a  prima  facie  case  without  those 
affidavits,  that  we  had  those  to  rely  on  in  impeaching  and  cross- 
examining  the  entrymen  when  they  would  go  on  in  defense. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  are  the  months  in  which  the  field  examina- 
tions can  ordinarily  be  made  in  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  July,  August,  and  September.  The  elevation  of  these 
claims  is,  I  think,  over  5,000  feet. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  When  was  the  field  examination  made  of  the  Cun- 
ningham claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  July  and  August. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Of  what  year? 

Mr.  Glavis.  1909. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  examination,  then,  that  you  suggested,  the 
field  examination,  has  been  made  in  these  Cunningham  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  alarmed  you  last  summer  when  you  laid 
this  matter  before  the  President  was  that  the  Government  was  pro- 
ceeding to  consider  these  claims  before  that  field  examination  nad 
been  made?    Was  that  what  alarmed  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  was  not  the  only  thing  that  alarmed  me. 
The  testimony  that  I  have  given,  taken  in  connection  with  the  other 
testimony  that  I  have  not  given  as  yet,  alarmed  me. 

Mr.  Malison.  If  the  chairman  is  through,  I  should  like  to  ask  you 
one  more  question.  You  said  a  moment  ago  that  the  field  examination 
ought  to  have  been  the  first  testimony  introduced. 

Mr.  Glavis!  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  that  was  your  reason  for  protesting  about  go- 
ing out  and  taking  these  depositions? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  that  you  thought  the  field  examination  ought  to 
have  been  made  first? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  was  your  idea  about  that — why? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  wanted  to  put  in  the  field  examinations,  showing  the 
joint  workings  of  the  claimants,  for  the  mutual  benefit  of  each  claim- 
ant, and  then  we  would  introduce  the  Cunningham  journal,  which 
showed  the  memorandum  of  the  agreement,  in  Cunningham's  own 
handwriting,  that  they  were  to  consolidate.  Then  the  journal  further 
showed  that  each  one  expended  the  same  amount  of  money  for  the 
joint  workings  of  the  claims.  And  upon  that  showing,  together  with 
the  other  documentary  evidence  we  had — circular  letters  to  different 
claimants  and  reports  of  the  other  experts — a  very  strong  prima  facie 
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case  was  made,  in  my  opinion ;  and  we  had  all  these  affidavits  of  what 
the  claimants  would  rely  on  for  use  in  cross-examination. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  thought  the  first  material  fact  was  to  show  that 
they  were  working  them  in  common,  and  that  could  only  be  deter- 
mined by  a  field  examination? 

Mr.  Glavi8.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  it  was  a  matter  of  judgment  between  you  and 
the  officers — at  least  in  conclusion — they  concluded  differently  from 
you ;  they  thought  that  the  first  thing  to"  do — at  least  they  acted  along 
that  line — was  to  have  the  testimony  of  these  witnesses  taken  before 
the  field  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  office  did,  until  after  Mr.  Sheridan  had  made  his 
report  concurring  in  my  recommendations. 

Mr.  Madison.  Then  they  followed  your  recommendations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  stated,  in  answer  to  Judge  Madison,  in  regard 
to  an  inquiry  about  the  Cunningham  claims,  whether  all  the  affidavits 
had  been  procured  which  you  expected  to  secure,  that  they  practically 
were  all  procured.  Were  there  any  further  affidavits  that  you  were 
expecting  to  get  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  a  Mr.  Hawkins,  who  was  the  coal  expert 
who  made  the  reports  for  the  Cunningham  claimants.  He  was  in 
Alaska — said  to  be  in  Alaska — and  I  wanted  Mr.  Kennedy  to  get  an 
affidavit  from  him  and  interview  him. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  When  he  should  go  there  ? 
^  Mr.  Glavis.  Yes ;  when  he  was  up  there  making  the  field  examina- 
tion, to  see  him.  I  also  wanted  Mr.  Kennedv  to  get  any  evidence  that 
he  could  from  the  people  who  had  worked  for  Cunningham  or  might 
have  some  knowledge  that  the  claims  were  being  handled  as  an  asso- 
ciation's instead  of  as  an  individual  claim. 

Mr.  James.  Who  made  this  field  examination  in  1909  of  the  Cun- 
ningham land? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Andrew  Kennedy,  special  agent  of  the  General 
Land  Office. 

Mr.  James.  What  was  his  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  His  report  showed — well,  it  showed  the  main  tunnel, 
that  the  main  tunnel  had  been  made.  . 

Mr.  James.  Were  they  working  this  jointly? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that  was  his  report. 

Mr.  James.  He  got  the  proof  you  wanted  to  go  there  to  get? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  That,  you  thought,  would  make  a  prima  facie  case  for 
the  Government? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Is  that  Exhibit  13  introduced? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Page  43? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed,  Mr.  Brandeis. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  going  to  introduce  that  and  a  large  number  of 
other  letters  together.  Now,  there  are  also  a  few  letters  that  we 
think  ought  to  be  introduced  just  about  at  this  time,  which  appear 
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on  page  513.  They  are  the  three  letters — the  memoranda.    One  is 
the  letter  of  Miles  C.  Moore  to  Secretary  Ballinger  of  April  9,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  admitted. 

(The  letters  reads  as  follows:) 

The  Bakeb-Boyeb  National  Bank. 

Established  1869. 

Referring  to  your  letter  of—  Walla  Walla,  Wash.,  Apr.  9,  1909. 

Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Secretary  Department  Interior,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Sib:  The  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  inquire  concerning  the  status  of 
certain  coal-land  entries  in  Kayak  district,  Alaska,  more  especially  concerning 
that  one  made  by  myself. 

Although  quite  anxious  to  secure  patent,  I  have  refrained  from  writing  you 
until  you  should  have  time  to  become  established  in  your  new  position.  As 
Commissioner  of  G.  L.  O.  you  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  famiftarize  your- 
self with  everything  pertaining  to  these  entries  and  to  discover  irregularities,  if 
any  existed.  It  will  therefore  not  be  necessary  to  rehearse  the  six  years  of 
strenuous  effort  and  of  hardships  endured  by  our  agent  to  perfect  the  title  to 
these  lands.  So  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  every  step  has  been  taken  under 
the  direction  of  competent  counsel,  supplemented  by  careful  and  intelligent  ef- 
fort to  comply  with  the  law  in  letter  and  in  spirit.  While  believing  that  the 
administration  was  actuated  by  what  it  conceived  to  be  the  best  policy  for  the 
whole  people.  I  can  not  help  feeling  it  has  Imposed  a  hardship,  not  to  say  an 
injustice,  on  the  enterprising  people  who  were  lured  to  Alaska  by  promises  con- 
tained in  the  Federal  Statutes.  This  refers,  of  course,  to  the  former  adminis- 
tration, which  I  think  failed  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  statutes  relating 
to  Alaska  coal  lands  in  refusing  patents  in  entries  made  prior  to  the  order  of 
withdrawal.  It  is  hoped  and  confidently  expected  that  the  present  one  will  be 
distinguished  for  a  fairer  interpretation  and  a  higher  respect  for  law.  Kindly 
give  me  such  information  as  you  can,  consistently. 

You  will  realize,  I  think,  that  any  considerable  delay  will  mean  the  loss  of 
another  summer's  work  in  development  and  another  year's  delay  in  getting  the 
coal  to  the  markets  on  the  Pacific  coast,  where  it  is  badly  needed.  Further- 
more— pardon  me  for  saying— the  Government  itself  is  most  vitally  interested 
in  hastening  the  development  of  these  coal  mines,  as  it  is  the  only  coal  suitable 
for  the  navy  on  the  Pacific  side. 
Very  sincerely, 

(Signed)  Miles  C.  Moore. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  next? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  the  next  is  the  memorandum  from  Mr.  Carr  to 
Mr.  Schwartz,  at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  of  April  14, 1909. 
The  Chairman.  That  is  admitted. 
(The  memorandum  is  as  follows:) 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  Apr.  U,  1909. 
Mr.  Schwartz  :  The  entry  to  which  Gov.  Moore  refers  as  "  his  "  is  one  of  the 
Cunningham  group,  I  think. 

Please  send  me  a  note  as  to  how  the  matter  stands.  Is  Glavis  doing  anything 
on  Alaska  coal  matters,  or  is  everything  "  up  in  the  air,"  as  it  was  some  time 
ago. 

(Signed)  Care. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  next? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  the  next  is  a  letter  of  Dennett  to  Miles  C. 
Moore  of  April  20,  1909. 
The  Chairman.  On  the  same  page? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  All  on  the  same  page. 
The  Chairman.  That  is  all  admitted. 
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(The  letter  reads  as  follows:) 

P-HHS 

April  20, 1909. 
Hon.  Miles  C.  Moore, 

Walla  Walla,  Washington. 
My  Dear  Governor:  Your  letter  of  the  9th  instant  to  the  department  asking 
for  the  status  of  coal  entries  in  the  Kayak  district,  Alaska,  and  more  particu- 
larly about  the  entry  made  by  yourself,  and  now  pending,  has  been  referred  to 
me  for  reply. 

The  office  has,  within  the  current  month,  received  a  detailed  report  from  the 
field  as  to  the  status  of  the  various  coal  entries  referred  to,  and  the  matters 
disclosed  in  said  report  preclude  action  on  the  entries  at  this  time.  The  further 
work  necessary,  by  reason  of  the  information  now  in  the  possession  of  the 
office,  will  be  concluded  within  the  next  sixty  days,  and  at  that  time  the  record 
will  be  in  such  shape  that  the  entries  will  be  acted  upon  in  this  office. 
Respectfully, 

Fred  Dennett, 
OWN.  Commissioner. 

Mr.  James.  Just  right  there.  This  letter,  signed  by  Carr,  to  Mr. 
Schwartz  says: 

The  entry  to  which  Judge  Moore  refers  as  "  his  "  is  one  of  the  Cunningham 
group,  I  think. 

Please  send  me  a  note  as  to  how  the  matter  stands.  Is  Glavis  doing  any- 
thing on  Alaska  coal  mattters,  or  is  everything  "  up  in  the  air,"  as  It  was  some 
time  ago? 

Who  is  Carr? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  the  private  secretary  of  Secretary  Ballinger. 

Mr.  James.  Was  he  writing  this  note  to  Schwartz  as  the  secretary 
of  Secretary  Ballinger  f 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  I  could  not  say,  except  what  it  shows  there 
itself, 

Mr.  Graham.  Is  it  official  correspondence  ? 

Mr.  James.  That  is  the  point. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  placed  in  the  record  as  such. 

Mr.  James.  In  the  ordinary  run  of  duties  of  the  secretary  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  was  it  his  official  duty  to  inquire  about  this 
matter  for  himself  in  his  line  of  duty  or  at  the  direction  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  don't  know  that  I  could  answer  that  question  as  to 
what  Mr.  Carr's  duties  were.  I  would  have  only  my  own  ideas  and 
views  about  that. 

Mr.  James.  The  letter  directed  to  Secretary  Ballinger  by  Mr. 
Moore — is  this  letter  from  Carr  to  Schwartz  relative  to  that  letter 
from  Ballinger  to  Moore  of  April  9, 1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  record  just  speaks  for  itself. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  I  suppose  Mr.  Glavis  is  no  better  able  to 
judge  of  that  than  we  are. 

Mr.  James.  I  thought  I  might  inquire ;  he  has  had  long  experience 
in  this  work,  and  I  thought  he  might  perhaps  be  better  informed 
than  we  are. 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


210      INVESTIGATION  INTEBIOB  DEFT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY. 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  page  514  the  statement  there  appears  that  it  was. 
In  the  second  paragraph,  on  page  514,  it  says: 

The  last  and  foregoing  letter  from  Commissioner  Dennett  to  Governor  Moore, 
of  date  April  20— 

That  refers  to  the  letter  on  page  513. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  It  is  very  plain  that  it  does,  for  in  the  letter  of  Miles 
C.  Moore,  on  page  513.  he  says:  "More  especially  concerning  that 
one  made  by  myself;''  and  then  Carr  says:  "The  entry  to  which 
Governor  Moore  refers  as  4  his '  is  one  of  the  Cunningham  group,  I 
think."    They  have  relation  to  each  other. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  one  of  the  Cun- 
ningham group  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  it  was;  it  does  belong  to  the  Cunningham  group. 

The  Chairman,  Proceed,  Mr.  Brandeis. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  you  have  stated,  in  describing 
what  you  had  done  in  the  way  of  getting  testimony,  that  you  came  to 
Washington.  Was  that  also  in  the  course  of  getting  evidence,  or  was 
it  for  other  purposes? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  came  to  Washington  to  get  evidence,  and  also 
to  discuss  with  the  office  what  I  had  accomplished  up  to  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  You  came  here  to  get  evidence? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  evidence  did  you  come  here  for? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  came  principally  to  interview  a  Congressman  who 
was  interested  in  a  coal  claim  in  the  Green  group;  I  wanted  his 
affidavit;  and  there  were  one  or  two  other  claims  that  I  wanted 
affidavits  about. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  else  was  there  that  you  wanted  to  take  up  in 
Washington  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  wanted  to  have  fully  determined  whether  the  evi- 
dence that  I  had  secured  up  to  this  time  would  be  considered,  as  I 
stated  in  my  reports  of  March,  1909,  was  my  view  of  the  law. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  did  you  have  particular  reference  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  believed  that  all  these  coal  entrants,  which  were  not 
bona  fide  entrants  and  did  not  come  within  the  meaning  of  the  bona 
fide  entries  under  the  act  of  May  28, 1908,  could  not  have  the  benefits 
of  such  act. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  was  that  a  subject  on  which  there  had  been 
some  discussion? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes ;  we  had  discussed  that  quite  a  bit. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  before  I  ask  the  witness  any  further  ques- 
tions I  should  introduce — the  chairman  introduced  yesterday  the  act 
of  May  28,  1908,  which  appears  in  the  record,  at  page  706/  I  want 
to  introduce  in  connection  with  that 

The  Chairman.  What  page? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  act  appears  on  page  706  that  was  introduced 
yesterday  at  your  suggestion. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then,  on  page  219  is  the  memorandum  of  H.  H. 
Schwartz  of  July  19,  1908 ;  it  runs  from  page  219  to  221 ;  and  it  is 
the  memorandum  of  Mr.  Schwartz  construing  the  act,  as  you  will  see ; 
the  same  way,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  Mr.  Glavis  said  that  he  had 
construed  it  m  his  report  of  March  23. 
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The  Chairman.  That  was  admitted  in  evidence. 
(The  memorandum  is  as  follows:) 

STATEMENT  BY   H,    H.   SCHWARTZ,    CHIEF  OF  FIELD   SERVICE. 

[Alaska  coal -land  act,  May  28,  1008.     Analysis  of  the  act  and  suggestions  as  to  depart- 
mental circular  to  be  Issued  as  to  corporations.  J 

First  proposition. — The  act  applies  to  "all  persons,  their  heirs  or  assigns, 
who  have  in  good  faith  personally  or  by  an  attorney  in  fact  made  locations  of 
coal  lands  "  in  their  own  interests  prior  to  November  12,  1906,  or  in  accordance 
with  depnrtmental  circular. 

There  are  two  parts  to  this  first  proposition,  to  wit:  (a)  Prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  legislation  qualified  persons,  heirs  or  qualified  assigns,  could  enter 
lands.  This  act  does  not  consider  any  others.  It  follows  that  this  act  applies 
only  to  qualified  persons,  their  heirs,  or  qualified  assigns  of  qualified,  (6) 
persons  who  have  made  locations  in  good  faith  in  their  own  interest. 

This  cuts  out  alike  the  impecunious  dummy  who  permits  the  mere  use  of  his 
name  for  a  small  money  consideration  and  the  shrewd  promoter  or  speculator 
who  located  with  intent  to  unload  upon  a  stock  company  or  corporation  at  a 
fancy  price.  To  stretch  the  act  to  Include  either  of  these  classes  is  to  go  beyond 
its  words  entirely  and  give  a  form  of  relief  to  Alaska  speculators  never  Intended 
by  Congress. 

It  follows,  to  my  mind,  that  the  only  persons  who  can  invoke  this  law  are 
such  qualified  persons  as  on  May  28,  1908.  held  coal  claims  properly  and  law- 
fully located  prior  to  November  12,  1906. 

Second  proposition. — This  sets  forth  what  the  above  persons  may  do  under 
this  law.  To  quote  the  act,  such  persons  "  may  consolidate  their  said  claims  or 
locations."  The  act  does  not  say  that  claims  heretofore  unlawfully  consolidated 
are  confirmed,  nor  does  it  say  that  heretofore  consolidated  claims  may  proceed 
to  patent. 

The  act  continues,  "  and  for  this  purpose  (for  the  purpose  of  consolidating) , 
such  persons,  their  heirs  or  assigns  (the  qualified  holders* of  coal  claims  law- 
fully located  prior  to  November  12,  1906)  may  form  associations  or  corpora- 
tions." 

The  act  says  "  may  form  "  (not  that  corporations  heretofore  formed  and  hav- 
ing unlawfully  taken  by  purchase  or  contract  unpatented  coal  claims),  which 
corporations  or  associations  "  may  perfect  entry,"  etc. 

The  act  then  gives  the  following  proviso : 

"  Provided,  That  no  corporation  shall  be  permitted  to  consolidate  its  claims 
under  this  act  unless  seventy-five  per  centum  of  Its  stock  shall  be  held  by  per- 
sons qualified  to  enter  coal  lands  in  Alaska." 

The  proviso  is  in  no  way  descriptive  of  the  corporation,  but  merely  declares 
what  stock  must  be  held  by  qualified  persous  at  date  of  consolidation.  The 
claims  are  consolidated  at  the  time  of  transfer  to  the  corporation ;  the  corpora- 
tion may  be  formed  "  for  the  purpose  "  of  consolidating  these  claims. 

Manifestly  no  corporation  could,  prior  to  passage  of  this  act,  be  lawfully 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  different  Alaska  coal  claims  into  one 
for  the  purpose  of  entry  and  patent. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  regulations  to  be  issued,  so 
far  as  they  relate  to  corporations,  should  cover  points  indicated  in  the  following 
tentative  paragraph : 

"A  corporation  applying  to  enter  consolidated  claims  under  this  act  must,  with 
Its  application  to  enter,  file  a  duly  certified  copy  of  its  articles  of  incorporation 
and  by-laws  and  the  sworn  statement  of  Its  president  and  secretary,  or  other 
managing  officer,  showing  (1)  that  said  corporation  was  organized  since  May 
28,  1903,  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  and  entering  the  coal  claims  of  its 
Incorporators:  (2)  that  the  original  locator,  his  heir,  or  duly  qualified  assignee 
of  each  coal  claim  consolidated  Is  an  Incorporator  In  said  corporation;  (3)  that 
at  date  of  such  incorporation  and  date  of  transfer  of  said  claim  to  said  corpora- 
tion the  locator,  his  heir,  or  duly  qualified  assignee  was  the  lawful  owner  of 
such  claim,  as  shown  by  the  records  of  the  proper  local  land  oflice,  or  by  proper 
abstract  of  title  where  heirship  or  lawful  assignment  Is  not  a  matter  of  land 
office  record;  (4)  that  such  owner  at  time  of  consolidation  of  each  claim  con- 
solidated has  received  and  now  owns  stock  in  said  corporation  in  amount  pro- 
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portionate  to  the  then  value  of  his  claim ;  (5)  that  for  the  purpose  of  consoli- 
dation such  claims  were  transferred  to  said  corporation  upon  the  dates  as 
shown  in  each  case  in  said  affidavit,  and  upon  said  dates  at  least  seventy-five 
per  centum  of  the  capital  stock  of  said  corporation  was  owned  by  persons  quali- 
fied to  enter  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  as  shown  by  the  Included  schedule  of  stock- 
holders and  holdings. 

M  There  should  also  be  filed  with  each  corporate  or  association  application  an 
affidavit  from  the  original  owner,  heir,  or  assignee  of  each  claim  showing  said 
claim  was  located  in  good  faith  by  said  person  in  his  own  Interest,  and  not  in 
the  Interest  of,  for  the  benefit  of,  or  at  the  request  of,  or  as  employee  or  agent 
of,  any  other  person,  firm,  or  corporation,  and  that  the  said  claim  was  so  held 
by  said  locator,  heir,  or  lawful  assignee  until  the  date  when  transferred  to  said 
corporation :  that  said  transfer  wis  for  the  purpose  of  permitting  affiant  to  con- 
solidate said  claim  with  others  under  the  act  of  May  28,  1908;  that  affiant  shall 
also  show  the  capital  stock  of  said  corporation,  the  number  of  shares  by  him  re- 
ceived for  his  claim,  and  that  he  holds  said  shares  unencumbered,  and  that  said 
shares  represent  the  true  value  of  said  claim  at  date  of  said  transfer;  that  by 
means  of  said  ownership  in  such  stock  and  his  rights  as  stockholder  In  said 
corporation  said  affiant  expects  in  good  faith  to  engage  in  the  business  of  min- 
ing coal  and  to  reap  a  profit  from  the  mining  of  coal  from  said  consolidated 
claims." 

Respectfully,  H.  H.  Schwartz. 

Later  In  the  loll  of  1908  there  was  organized  in  the  departments  a  sort  of 
board  of  cooperation,  and  in  the  hopes  of  getting  in  the  circular  an  amendment 
which  would  require  such  an  initial  showing  on  the  part  of  claimants  as  would 
disclose  the  real  situation,  or  at  least  furnish  my  agents  with  a  basis  upon 
which  to  acquire  it,  I  did,  on  December  16,  deliver  to  Mr.  Woodruff  the  following 
additional  memorandum : 

December  16,  1908. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Woodruff:  Query: 

First  Does  the  act  of  May  28,  1908  (Public  151 ),  validate  •  •  •  entries 
theretofore  rendered  fraudulent  by  unlawful  transfer  to  some  corporation? 

Second.  Does  it  provide  that  corporations  created  prior  to  May  28,  1908,  and 
on  that  date  unlawfully  holding  assignments  of  pending  coal  locations  and  en- 
tries, are  cured  of  their  fraud  and  may  consummate  their  crimes  by  final  proof 
and  patent? 

Third.  Or  does  it  provide  that  corporations  may  be  after  May  28,  1908,  cre- 
ated for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  entries  lawfully  existing  on  that  date? 

Fourth.  Should  not  the  regulations  of  July  11,  1908,  specifically  require  con- 
solidations to  show  (a)  when  the  corporation  was  created;  and  (6)  what  is  in 
Its  charter;  and  (c)  when  it  first  acquired  its  coal  claims,  etc.,  along  the  line 
of  my  memorandum  submitted  to  you  when  the  regulations  were  up  for  pro- 
mulgation? 

I  submit  this  inquiry  In  no  spirit  of  criticism  of  the  regulations,  except  that 
I  feet  that  we  need  every  ounce  of  power  to  prevent  Alaska  frauds  which  will, 
by  comparison,  make  past  land  frauds  appear  as  petit  larceny. 

We  have  pending  about  500  coal  entries;  every  man  on  the  coast  who  knows 
anything  knows  the  Guggenheims  do  and  will  control  the  coal  situation  unless 
at  once  forestalled;  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  limits  its  consolidation  benefits 
to  entries  already  made  (Guggenheim  and  two  or  three  other  corporations), 
and  so  shuts  out  future  competition.  Exhibits  show  the  coal  in  from  20  to  80 
feet  width  blankets  of  clear  coal.  The  500  entries  have,  say,  80,000  acres.  At 
10  cents  a  ton  on  20-foot  vein,  the  royalty  alone  is  $160,000,000. 

Suppose  in  five  or  ten  years  Guggenheim  shall  have  acquired  control  of  these 
lands?  Will  it  be  charged  to  Secretary  Garfield  and  Commissioner  Dennett? 
And  will  Congress  be  able  to  say — as  it  can  in  the  timber  and  stone  act — that 
the  department  has  taken  the  first  paragraph  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  and 
In  effect  changed  "may  consolidate"  to  "who  have  heretofore  consolidated;" 
and  when  the  act  says  that  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  (bona  fide  claims) 
persons  "  may  form  *  *  *  corporations "  we  have  In  effect  said  that  cor- 
porations heretofore  formed,  and  having  heretofore  consolidated  claims  by 
taking  unlawful  assignments,  may  now  make  final  proof  and  get  a  patent 
unless  a  special  agent  can  jimmy  into  the  inner  consciousness  of  these  entrymen 
and  compel  them  to  admit,  lu  words,  they  were  dummies  from  the  first? 

I  know  of  no  way  to  judge  the  future  except  by  the  past,  and  in  the  light 
of  my  experience  the  land  office  has  no  more  Important  task  than  to  protect 
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the  Alaska  coal  fields  and  the  men  who  will  be  held  accountable  for  their 
proper  protection. 

I  suggest  the  committees  on  cooperation  take  op  this  question  and  ascertain 
whether  more  stringent  regulations  are  warranted  as  to  Alaska  coal  land  laws. 
Yours,  truly, 

H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  of  Field  Service. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  you  will  find,  on  page  657  of  the  record,  the 
further  report  of  Mr.  Swartz,  dated  December  16, 1908. 

The  Chairman.  To  Mr.  Woodruff? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  To  Mr.  Woodruff.  Who  was  Mr.  Woodruff,  Mr. 
Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  the  Assistant  Attorney-General  of  the  Inte- 
rior Department  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  admitted. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  it  would  be  valuable  to  read  a  part  of  that 
report  of  Mr.  Schwartz's  (reading) : 

First.  Does  the  act  of  May  28,  1903  (Public,  151),  validate  entries  thereto- 
fore rendered  fraudulent  by  unlawful  transfer  to  some  corporation? 

Second.  Does  it  provide  that  corporations  created  prior  to  May  28,  1908,  and 
on  that  date  unlawfully  holding  assignments  of  pending  coal  locations  and 
entries,  are  cured  of  their  fraud  and  may  consummate  their  crimes  by  final 
proof  and  patent? 

Third.  Or  .does  it  provide  that  corporations  may  be,  after  May  28,  1908, 
created  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  entries  lawfully  existing  on  that  date? 

Fourth.  Should  not  the  regulations  of  July  11,  1908,  specifically  require  con- 
solidations to  show  (a)  when  the  corporation  was  created,  and  (b)  what  is  in 
Its  charter,  and  (c)  when  it  first  acquired  Its  coal  claims,  etc.,  along  the  line  of 
my  memorandum  submitted  to  you  when  the  regulations  were  up  for  pro- 
mulgation? 

That  is  the  memorandum  of  July,  just  put  in  evidence  (continuing 
to  read) : 

I  submit  this  inquiry  in  no  spirit  of  criticism  of  the  regulations,  except  that 
I  feel  that  we  need  every  ounce  of  power  to  prevent  Alaska  frauds  which  will, 
by  comparison,  make  past  land  frauds  appear  as  petit  larceny. 

We  have  pending  about  600  coal  entries;  every  man  on  the  coast  who  knows 
anything  knows  the  Guggenheinis  do  and  will  control  the  coal  situation  unless 
at  once  forestalled;  the  act  of  May  2S,  1908,  limits  Its  consolidation  benefits  to 
entries  already  made  (Guggenheim  and  two  or  three  other  corpora  t?ons),  and 
so  shuts  out  future  competition.  Exhibits  show  the  coal  in  from  20  to  80  feet 
width  blankets  of  clear  coal.  The  500  entries  have,  say,  80,000  acres.  At  10 
cents  n  ton  on  20-foot  vein  the  royalty  alone  is  $160,000,000. 

Suppose  in  five  or  ten  years  Guggenheim  shall  have  acquired  control  of  these 
lands?  Will  It  be  charged  to  Secretary  Garfield  and  Commissioner  Dennett? 
And  will  Congress  be  able  to  say — as  it  can  in  the  timber  and  stone  act — that 
the  department  has  taken  the  first  paragraph  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  and 
in  effect  changed  "  may  consolidate  "  to  "  who  have  heretofore  consolidated ;  " 
and  when  the  act  says  that  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  (bona  fide  claims) 
persons  "may  form  *  *  *  corporations,"  we  have  in  effect  said  that  cor- 
porations heretofore  formed  and  having  heretofore  consolidated  claims  by 
taking  unlawful  assignments,  may  now  make  final  proof  and  get  patent  unless 
a  special  agent  can  jimmy  into  the  inner  consciousness  of  tbese  entrymen  and 
compel  them  to  admit,  in  words,  they  were  dummies  from  the  first? 

I  know  of  no  way  to  judge  the  future  except  by  the  past,  and  in  the  light  of 
my  exiierience  the  Land  Office  has  no  more  important  task  than  to  protect 
the  Alaska  coal  fields  and  the  men  who  will  be  held  accountable  for  their 
proper  protection. 

I  suggest  the  committees  on  cooperation  take  up  this  question  and  ascertain 
whether  more  stringent  regulations  are  warranted  as  to  Alaska  coal-land  laws. 
Yours,  truly, 

H.  H.  Schwartz, 
Chief  of  Field  Service. 
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The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  do  you  desire  to  advise  Secretary 
Garfield  about  the  law  on  this  matter? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  have  no  desire  except  to  submit  the  facts  in  the 
case  in  the  fairest  way  before  your  committee. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  state  for  your  information  that  at  the 
time  when  this  law  was  passed  Mr.  Garfield  was  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  I  was  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  if 
I  recall  it  correctly,  and  Secretary  Garfield  sent  us  a  letter  recom- 
mending this  very  legislation.  Senator  Flint,  who  is  here,  I  think, 
had  charge  of  the  bill  and  reported  it.    Am  I  correct,  Senator  Flint! 

Senator  Flint.  You  are  right,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  So  this  legislation  met  with  the  approval  of  Sec- 
retary Garfield,  and  did  not  come  from  Secretary  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ought,  in  view  of  your 
inquiry,  to  make  my  own  statement.  I  have  no  fault — and  I  do  not 
know  that  anyone  who  is  associated  with  me  has  any  fault — to  find 
whatever  with  the  act  of  May  28, 1908,  as  it  has  been 

The  Chairman.  I  make  these  remarks  because  I  do  not  want  you 
to  convey  the  impression  that  that  law  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
helping  these  people  to  secure  these  coal  lands. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  convinced  that  it  was  not  passed  for  that  pur- 
pose, as  it  was  passed  and  as  it  has  been  construea ;  but  the  very  con- 
struction— as  it  will  appear  later  that  what  Mr.  Schwartz  was  fight- 
ing against  and  what  Mr.  Glavis  was  fighting  against  was  the  con- 
struction that  would  have  resulted  in  just  the  things  that  Mr. 
Schwartz  was  pointing  out,  if  there  had  not  been  the  intervention  of 
Mr.  Glavis,  as  I  think  it  will  now  appear. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you,  was  not  that  the  construction  that 
came  from  Mr.  Woodruff,  who  was  the  attorney-general  of  the  In- 
terior Department  during  Mr.  Garfield's  administration? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  construction,  I  understand,  that  we  are  con- 
testing and  that  Mr.  Glavis  was  contesting  was  the  construction  of 
Assistant  Secretary  Pierce,  which  he  had  succeeded  in  having  over- 
ruled by  Attorney-General  Wickersham.  And  it  is  the  facts  in  that 
connection  which  I  was  about  to  ask  him  in  regard  to. 

The  Chairman.  Was  not  that  decision,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  gotten 
up  and  prepared  in  the  law  division  under  Mr.  Woodruff? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No  ;  I  understand  not.  I  think  the  facts  will  fully 
appear  in  the  testimony  that  Mr.  Glavis  is  about  to  give. 

Mr.  Madison.  Was  not  the  Pierce  decision  some  months  later  than 
this  letter  of  December  6, 1908  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  Pierce  decision  was  dated  May  19,  1909. 
There  had  been  no  construction  up  to  that  time;  the  matter  was  un- 
der discussion,  and  Mr.  Glavis  desired  to  know  what  would  be  the 
ultimate  construction  placed  by  that  office  upon  that  act.  Certain 
persons,  including  Mr.  Ballinger,  were  contending  for  the  construc- 
tion, or  had  indicated  that  they  favored  the  construction,  which  As- 
sistant Secretary  Pierce  afterwards  put  upon  the  act.  It  was  that 
construction  which  Mr.  Glavis  was  protesting  against,  and  which 
Mr.  Schwartz  had  previously  protested  against  in  that  very  strong 
statement  which  I  have  introduced. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  let  me  ask  you  this,  for  my  infor- 
mation.   You  are  more  familiar  with  the  record  than  I  am.    Is  there 

Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEFT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.   215 

anywhere  in  this  book,  or  anywhere  else  that  you  know  of,  any 
response  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Woodruff  to  this  letter  of  Mr.  Schwartz's* 

Mr.  Bran deis.  Yes;  I  think  there  is. 

The  Chairman.  If  there  is,  I  would  like  to  have  it  put  in  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  I  can  turn  to  it  in  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  Madison.  While  Mr.  Brandeis  is  looking  for  that  letter,  I 
should  like  to  ask  you  a  question  or  two,  Mr.  Glavis.  ^When  was 
it  that  you  were  here  in  the  process  of  that  investigation  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  the  testimony  of  some  persons  here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  arrived  here  about  May  16,  1909 — last  year. 

Mr.  Madison.  For  the  purpose  of  taking  testimony  here  in  Wash- 
ington ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Getting  affidavits;  for  the  purpose  of  collecting 
evidence. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  you  say  that  you  were  here  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  testimony — getting  the  affidavit  of  some  Member  of  Congress? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  as  well  as  of  a  number  of  other  people. 

Mr.  Madison.  Who  was  a  claimant  in  one  of  these  groups? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  became  interested  in  1906  in  the  Green  group. 

Mr.  Madison.  Who  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Congressman  McLachlan,  of  Pasadena,  Cal. 

Mr.  Madison.  What  group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  interested  in  the  Green  group. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  you  obtain  his  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  you  interview  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  did  not  see  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  did  not  see  him. 

Mr.  Madison.  Why  did  you  not  get  his  affidavit,  the  same  as  of  any 
other  citizen? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  Mr.  Ballinger  said  during  a  conference  in 
May — I  think  it  was  May  16  or  17  when  I  told  him  about  it — he 
said  there  had  been  too  much  of  that  kind  of  thing  in  the  past,  and 
he  said,  "  I  wouldn't  see  him ; "  so  I  did  not  see  him. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  you  would  not  see  him  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is,  using  his  words.  He  said :  "  I  wouldn't  see 
him,  if  I  were  you."  He  said  there  had  been  too  much  of  that  kind 
of  thing  in  the  past. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  told  you  not  to  see  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  you  did  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  see  him. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  let  me  call  your  attention  in  this 
connection,  there  seems  to  be  something  bearing  on  it  on  page  656: 
there  is  a  letter  there  from  Mr.  Woodruff  that  I  would  like  to  call 
your  attention  to;  and  then  at  the  foot  of  that  letter  is  a  note,  a 
memorandum  signed  by  Barclay.  I  would  like  to  know  who  Bar- 
clay is. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  say  on  page  66? 

The  Chairman.  It  is  on  page  656.  There  is  a  brief  letter  there,  in 
the  middle  of  the  page,  from  Mr.  Woodruff. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 
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The  Chairman.  That  has  some  bearing,  and  I  think  that  it  should 
come  in  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  dated  January  25, 1909,  and  is  from  Woodruff 
to  Dennett. 

I  am  inclined  to  think  there  is  one  other  reference  to  that,  too. 

The  Chairman.  In  connection  with  the  note,  Mr.  Brandeis,  can  you 
or  Mr.  Glavis  tell  me  who  Mr.  Barclay  is  whose  name  is  appended  to 
the  note  on  page  657? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Do  you  know  who  Mr.  Barclay  is,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  I  do.    No;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  another  communication,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  might  be  put  in. 

The  Chairman.  My  secretary  informs  me  that  Barclay  is  one  of 
the  law  clerks  in  the  Assistant  Attorney-General's  office. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  another  letter  that  I  think  should  be  put 
in  evidence. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  suggest  here,  Mr.  Brandeis,  that  this  let- 
ter from  Woodruff  and  this  note  go  in  at  this  point 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly.  I  so  understand  that  it  goes  in  evidence 
here. 

(The  letter  and  note  are  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  January  25,  1909. 
The  Commissioner  or  the  General  Land  Office. 

Dear  Mb.  Dennett:  Gould  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz  meet  with  us  Tuesday, 
February  2,  about  this  question  of  Alaskan  coal  regulations?  I  suggest  11 
o'clock,  since  the  Secretary  will  not  need  us  after  that  hour. 

If  regulations  concerning  evidence  of  coal  deposits  in  withdrawn  or  classified 
land  are  not  completed  by  that  time  we  will  take  that  question  up,  too. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

G.  W.  Woodruff, 
Assistant  Attorney-General. 

Note. — The  general  question,  presented  in  four  queries  In  the  accompanying 
memorandum,  was  considered  and  discussed  at  the  time  the  regulations  of 
July  11,  1008,  were  framed,  and  purposely  avoided  for  the  practical  difficulties 
it  presented. 

It  may  be  conceded  that  the  tense  of  the  particular  provisions  of  the  first 
section  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  relative  to  the  formation  of  corporations  to 
take  over  Alaskan  coal  lands,  etc.,  seems  to  import  the  subsequent  organization 
of  such  corporations.  At  the  same  time  it  is  a  doubtful  practical  question,  I 
think,  whether  such  lands  should  have  been  taken  over  by  corporations  then 
existing  or  thereafter  organized  for  that  purpose. 

In  so  far  as  entries  "  theretofore  rendered  fraudulent  by  unlawful  transfer  to 
some  corporation  "  are  concerned,  it  may  be  borne  in  mind  that  they  are  "  fraudu- 
lent" only  because  not  in  accordance  with  the  law  at  the  time  they  were  made; 
but  if  they  could  be  so  made  thereafter  under  the  new  law,  all  substantial 
objection  to  them  would  seem  to  have  been  removed. 

With  respect  to  the  suggested  monopoly  of  these  coal  lands,  experience  in 
practically  all  fields  of  enterprise  apparently  has  been  that  the  ultimate  result 
is  the  same  whether  the  case  is  one  of  concentrated  or  single  ownership,  or 
otherwise,  since  "  gentlemen's  agreements  "  seem  to  accomplish  for  all  practical 
purposes  all  that  unity  of  ownership  can  do. 

However  that  may  be,  an  effective  and  satisfactory  remedy  ought  to  be 
found  in  the  broad  and  drastic  provisions  of  the  third  section  of  the  act  of 
May  28,  1008.    (Barclay.) 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  was  going  to  suggest  one  other  thing  which  should 
go  in  in  this  connection ;  it  is  the  letter  of  Woodruff  to  the  commis- 
sioner dated  December  29, 1908,  on  page  169?  Exhibit  18. 
The  Chairman.  The  letter  on  page  169  is  admitted. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.      217 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Perhaps  it  might  be  weU  to  read  that  letter;  it  is 
not  very  long,  Mr.  Chairman. 
The  Chairman.  Very  well. 
Mr.  Brandeis  (reading) : 

Exhibit  XVIII. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Attorney-General. 

Washington,  December  29,  1908. 
The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Dear  Mr.  Dennett:  Will  you  please  have  Mr.  Schwartz,  In  conjunction  with 
Mr.  Finney  or  Judge  Wltten,  prepare  a  suggested  modification  of  the  regula- 
tions concerning  "consolidation"  of  coal  locations  in  Alaska  along  the  lines 
suggested  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwartz.  We  will  then  take  them  up  carefully  in 
cooperation.  Personally,  I  am  pleased  beyond  measure  to  notice  officials  using 
the  foresight  and  forethought  expressed  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  fears  concerning  the 
effect  of  the  regulations.  I  agree  with  him  thoroughly  that  it  is  up  to  us  all 
to  protect  the  Secretary  and  you  from  criticism  that  you  fall  short  of  grasp- 
ing the  full  meaning  of  the  "  consolidation  "  act,  and  that  by  so  doing  you  give 
to  any  person,  corporation,  or  trust  the  monopoly  of  coal  in  Alaska.  It  may  be 
nothing  can  be  done  under  the  law,  but  I  would  like  to  see  Mr.  Schwartz  pre- 
pare suggested  modification  of  the  regulations  In  order  that,  if  legally  possible, 
It  may  be  adopted. 

The  Chairman.  The  rest  of  the  letter  does  not  relate  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  Brandeis  (reading)^  "Signed  G.  W.  Woodruff."  There  is 
also,  I  think,  proper  to  be  inserted  in  this  connection,  the  letter  of 
Dennett,  commissioner,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  dated  Jan- 
uary   ,  1909 ;  it  appears  on  page  170.  It  also  should  come  in  evi- 
dence in  this  connection. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  admitted. 

(The  letter  reads  as  follows :) 

Exhibit  XIX. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washigton,  D.  C,  January  — ,  1909, 
The  Honorable  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sir:  I  have  your  communication  of  the  29th  instant,  in  reference  to  the  mat- 
ter of  Mr.  8chwartz's  recommendations  that  the  circular  of  July  11, 1008,  Alaska 
coal  lands,  be  modified  particularly  as  to  entries  by  corporations,  and  necessary 
showing  to  be  made  thereunder. 

Briefly  stated,  it  is  the  opinion  of  Mr.  8chwartz  that  the  act  to  encourage  the 
development  of  coal  deposits  In  Alaska,  approved  May  28,  1008,  is  not  retrospec- 
tive; that  it  Is  a  radical  departure  from  the  law  existing  prior  to  its  enactment, 
and  that  it  does  not  by  its  terms,  either  expressly  or  Impliedly,  cure  or  confirm 
any  entries  which  prior  to  its  passage  were  subject  to  cancellation  for  fraud; 
that  the  act  is  intended  to,  and  does,  provide  a  method  by  which  persons,  who 
prior  to  November  12,  1006,  had  in  good  faith,  and  In  their  own  interests,  made 
coal  entries,  might  on  or  after  May  28,  1008,  consolidate  their  claims  or  loca- 
tions ;  and  for  that  purpose  they  might  on  or  after  May  28,  1008,  form  "associa- 
tions or  corporations"  to  perfect  such  entries;  and  that  any  corporation  or  asso- 
ciation which  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  in  question  had  fraudulently  se- 
cured the  making  of  or  unlawful  assignment  of  coal  entries  would  not  be  per- 
mitted to  consummate  such  fraudulent  and  unlawful  proceedings  solely  by  rea- 
son of  the  act  of  May  28,  1008. 

Early  in  July,  1008.  when  the  regulations  in  question  were  under  considera- 
tion, Mr.  Schwartz  submitted  a  short  analysis  of  the  act,  and  suggested  that  the 
following  paragraphs  be  Included  in  the  regulations,  to  wit: 

"A  corporation  applying  to  enter  consolidated  claims  under  this  act  must 
with  its  application  to  enter  file  a  duly  certified  copy  of  Its  articles  of  Incorpo- 
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ration  and  by-laws,  and  the  sworn  statement  of  its  president  and  secretary,  or 
other  managing  officer,  showing  (1)  that  said  corporation  was  organized  since 
May  28,  1903,  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  and  entering  the  coal  claims  of 
its  incorporators;  (2)  that  the  original  locator,  his  heir  or  duly  qualified  as- 
signee of  each  coal  claim  consolidated  is  an  incorporator  in  said  corporation; 
(3)  that  at  date  of  such  incorporation  and  date  of  transfer  of  said  claim  to  said 
corporation,  the  locator,  his  heir  or  duly  qualified  assignee  was  the  lawful 
owner  of  such  claim,  as  shown  by  the  records  of  the  proper  land  office,  or  by 
proper  abstract  of  title  where  heirship  or  lawful  assignment  Is  not  a  matter 
of  land  office  record ;  (4)  that  such  owner  at  time  of  consolidation  of  each  claim 
consolidated  has  received  and  now  owns  stock  in  said  corporation  in  amount 
proportionate  to  the  then  value  of  his  claim;  (5)  that  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
solidation such  claims  were  transferred  to  said  corporation  upon  the  dates  as 
shown  in  each  case  in  said  affidavit,  and  upon  said  dates  at  least  75  per  cent  of 
the  capital  stock  of  said  corporation  was  owned  by  persons  qualified  to  enter 
coal  lands  in  Alaska,  as  shown  by  the  Included  schedule  of  stockholders  and 
holdings. 

"There  shall  also  be  filed  with  each  corporation  or  association  application  an 
affidavit  from  the  original  owner,  heir  or  assignee  of  each  claim,  showing  said 
claim  was  located  in  good  faith  by  said  person  in  his  own  interest,  and  not  in 
the  interest  of  or  for  the  benefit  of  or  at  the  request  of  or  as  employee  or  agent 
of  any  other  person,  firm,  or  corporation,  and  that  the  said  claim  was  so  held  by 
said  locator,  heir,  or  lawful  assignee  until  the  date  when  transferred  to  said 
corporation ;  that  paid  transfer  was  for  the  purpose  of  permitting  affiant  to  con- 
solidate fo id  claim  with  others  under  the  act  of  May  28,  1908;  that  affiant  shall 
also  show  the  capital  stock  of  said  corporation,  the  number  of  shares  received 
by  him  for  his  claim,  and  that  he  holds  said  shares  unincumbered,  and  that  said 
shares  represent  the  true  value  of  said  claim  at  date  of  said  transfer;  that  by 
means  of  said  ownership  in  such  stock  and  his  rights  as  stockholder  in  said 
corporation  said  affiant  expects  in  good  faith  to  engage  in  the  business  of  min- 
ing coal  and  to  reap  a  profit  from  the  mining  of  coal  from  said  consolidated 
claims." 

The  above  recommendation  was  at  the  time  of  its  submission  considered  by 
myself  and  members  of  the  board  of  law  review,  who  were  engaged  in  prepar- 
ing a  tentative  form  of  regulations  under  the  new  Alaska  coal-land  law. 

After  consideration  of  all  the  different  suggestions  and  recommendations  I 
then  prepared  and  submitted  for  your  approval  a  copy  of  regulations  meeting 
with  my  approval,  and  I  attach  hereto  such  a  copy,  together  with  the  memo- 
randum by  me  submitted  as  to  the  facts  and  conclusions  upon  which  my  regula- 
tions were  based.  In  so  far  as  the  regulations  submitted  refer  to  entries  by 
corporations  they  were  as  follows: 

"A  corporation  applying  to  enter  a  consolidated  claim  must  show  at  date  of 
application  to  enter  that  the  original  locators,  their  heirs,  or  the  qualified  as- 
signees, through  whom  the  title  of  the  corporation  to  the  claim  was  derived, 
each  own  and  hold  such  an  amount  of  stock  In  the  corporation  as  to  indicate 
good  faith  In  the  formation  of  the  corporation  and  the  intention  of  the  incor- 
porators to  retain  a  substantial  interest  In  the  corporation.  Each  application 
must  also  be  accompanied  by  a  list  of  the  stockholders,  showing  their  corjwrate 
holdings  and  the  qualification  to  enter  coal  lands  In  Alaska,  by  personal  affida- 
vits, of  those  holding  75  per  cent  of  the  capital  stock.  Applications  by  corpora- 
tions must  be  signed  by  the  president  and  secretary  of  the  applicant  corpora- 
tion and  attested  by  the  corporate  seal.  All  applications  may  be  made  upon 
Form  3-3G7,  modified  to  suit  conditions." 

As  I  recall,  the  regulations,  as  submitted  by  me,  were  with  the  regulations 
finally  adopted  and  sent  to  the  Secretary  while  he  was  investigating  public-land 
conditions  in  the  West.  The  original  recommendation  by  Mr.  Schwartz,  the 
tentative  form  of  regulations  as  finally  submitted  by  me  to  the  department, 
together  with  the  recent  corresixmdence  are  herewith  submitted,  and  I  agree 
in  the  suggestion  of  Judge  Woodruff  that  it  will  be  well  to  present  this  whole 
subject  to  the  committees  on  cooperation,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the 
objections  to  the  present  regulations  as  passed  by  the  chief  of  the  field  service, 
and  also  whether  the  regulations  as  adopted  are  as  stringent  against  prior 
fraudulent  entries  as  the  law  will  warrant. 

Very  respectfully,  Fred  Dennett, 

Commissioner. 
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^  Mr.  Brandeis.  Before  I  ask  you  to  state  fully  what  the  conversa- 
tion was  and  what 'you  did  in  Washington,  perhaps  in  connection 
with  Judge  Madison's  question  it  might  be  well  for  you  to  say 
whether  or  not^  after  Secretary  Ballinger  had  made  this  statement 
about  interviewing  the  Congressman,  you  discussed  it  with  any  other 
official  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  told  it  to  Mr.  Henry  M.  Hoyt,  whom  I 
have  referred  to  before,  of  Porto  Rico. 

Mr.  Madison.  Who  is  he  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  attorney -general  of  Porto  Rico  at  present. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  an  Assistant  Attorney-General  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  is  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  that  is  his  cousin.    They  have  the  same  initials. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  you  state,  Mr.  Glavis,  going  back  to  the  time 
when  you  arrived  in  Washington,  what  you  did  with  reference  to  the 
Alaska  coal  cases  in  Washington?  In  the  first  place,  when  did  you 
arrive,  as  nearly  as  you  can  fix  the  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  I  recall  it,  I  arrived  about  May  16, 1909,  and  I  met 
Mr.  Schwartz  at  the  Land  Office  and  I  told  him  all  that  I  had  done, 
the  evidence  I  had  collected,  the  character  of  the  evidence,  and  how 
we  were  getting  along,  and  who  were  becoming  involved  in  the  inves- 
tigation. After  telling  him  all  about  it,  we  went  down  and  saw  Mr. 
Dennett,  and  shortly  after  that  I  went  over  to  see  the  Secretary,  by 
appointment,  and  had  a  conference  with  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  James.  You  refer  to  Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  That  was  the  last  of  May,  and  we  dis- 
cussed  

Mr.  Brandeis.  Who  is  "  we  ?  " 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Dennett,  Mr.  Schwartz,  and  myself;  also  Judge 
Ballinger.  He  listened  more  to  what  we  had  to  say  than  anything 
else. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Were  you  all  four  there  together? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  were  all  four  at  the  conference,  and  I  told  the 
Secretary,  also,  just  in  a  general  way,  as  to  what  I  had  done,  and  we 
discussed  the  rules  and  regulations,  and  how  they  were  going  to  con- 
strue that  act  of  May  28,  1908,  that  had  not  been  definitely  construed 
since  Schwartz  had  taken  it  up  in  December  or  January,  the  year 
before — I  do  not  know  just  when  it  was — and  I  gave  my  views,  and 
those  expressed  by  Mr.  Schwartz  were  the  same;  we  had  the  same 
opinion  on  that  subject.  Mr.  Dennett  thought  that  entrants  who  had 
these  agreements  should  have  the  benefits  of  this  act  of  May  28, 1908. 
He  also  said  that  he  thought  there  was  no  use  of  rendering  an  opinion 
as  to  the  act  until  after  I  had  completed  my  reports.  I  felt  that  I 
should  have  the  right  to  know  how  they  were  going  to  construe  the 
act  before  proceeding  further  with  my  investigation,  because,  as  I 
stated:  "  Ii  you  take  the  view  as  expressed  by  Mr.  Dennett,  there 
will  be  no  use  of  further  investigating  a  great  many  of  the  claims, 
because  I  know  what  the  evidence  is  now  in  a  general  way,  and  I 
know  that  we  can  not  get  any  stronger  evidence." 

Mr.  Denby.  Did  Mr.  Dennett  say  that  he  thought  the  act  was 
intended  to  admit  even  claimants  where  the  claims  were  made  prior 
to  the  preparation  of  the  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Denby.  Admit  all,  even  if  there  were  agreements? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  if  they  had  some  interest  in  the  land;  if  there 
were  nothing  but  dummies,  they  should  have  the  benefit  of  the  act. 

The  Chairman.  He  thought  that  dummy  entrymen  were  not 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  act? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  To  explain  the  meaning  of  dummy  entry- 
men — people  who  had  just  made  a  coal  filing  for  $5  or  $10 — he  thought 
that  people  that  had  this  understanding,  like  the  Green  group  and 
the  Hunt  group  and  those  that  I  investigated,  should  be  allowed  to 
consolidate. 

Mr.  James.  Would  that  apply  to  the  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  applied  to  the  Cunningham  group  just 
as  well  as  to  the  others. 

The  Chairman.  There  were  a  few  in  the  Cunningham  group  that 
were  dummies,  were  there  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  a  few  who  were  carrying  some  dummy 
claims  for  a  while. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  I  thought. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Ballinger,  after  hearing  us,  concluded  that  there 
should  be  an  opinion  rendered  at  that  time.  He  agreed  with  me  that 
if  the  law  was  as  Mr.  Dennett  viewed  it,  there  was  no  use  of  going  to 
the  expense  of  making  further  investigations  of  these  claims.  So  he 
told  Mr.  Schwartz  ana  me  to  prepare  a  letter  for  his  signature,  to  the 
Attorney-General,  setting  forth  the  facts  and  asking  for  an  opinion. 
He  said  if  we  would  prepare  that  and  bring  it  over  he  would  send  it 
to  the  Attorney-General.  I  think  it  was  late  that  same  afternoon 
that  Schwartz  and  I  prepared  a  letter.  Schwartz  dictated  the  letter, 
setting  up  three  statements  of  the  facts  and  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  Just  a  minute,  before  you  go  further.  Is  the  letter 
that  appears  in  the  record  on  page  672  the  draft  of  the  letter  which 
you  and  Schwartz  prepared  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Schwartz  and  I  prepared  this  letter,  all 
except  the  fourth  statement  which  we  asked  to  be  decided;  that  I 
inserted  in  the  letter  after  it  was  written,  the  next  day,  before  send- 
ing it  over  to  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Bran  deis.  Why  did  you  insert  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  because  I  thought  these  others  might  not 
entirely  cover  all  the  facts,  and  this  was  especially  covered,  in  my 
opinion — the  understandings  existing  among  the  Cunningham  group 
and  the  Hunt  group  and  the  Green  group,  as  I  recall  it  now,  and  I 
wanted  all  the  facts  covered  in  this  letter. 

Mr.  Denby.  What  was  his  opinion  about  the  fourth  paragraph — 
if  they  had  a  verbal  agreement  to  operate  on  a  share  and  share  alike, 
and  tnis  intent  to  convey  a  corporation  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  Judge  Hanford  stated  in  the  Portland  Coal  and 
Coke  Company  case  it  was  unlawful,  and  as  the  evidence  was  similar 
in  the  Cunningham  group  and  those  others  to  the  evidence  in  the 
Portland  Coal  and  Coke  case,  I  wanted  that  decided;  I  thought  it 
was  unlawful. 

Mr.  Denby.  Even  if  they  were  properly  qualified  entrymen? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  Being  the  holders,  and  operating  for  their  own 
benefit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  not  solely  for  their  own  benefit. 
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Mr.  Denby.  I  am  merely  taking  the  language  of  the  fourth  stipula- 
tion, that  they  were  operating  for  their  own  benefit,  but  sharing  the 
expenses.    If  so,  you  would  still  hold  that  it  was  illegal? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  There  is  a  word  left  out. 

Mr.  Graham.  It  should  read  "two  or  more  entrymen." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  I  guess  that  is  a  mistake. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  That  is  the  same  letter  as  on  page  16. 

The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Glavis,  this  was  referred  by  the  department  of 
the  General  Land  Office  to  the  Assistant  Attorney-General  and  sub- 
mitted to  Secretary  Pierce. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  sent  that  letter  over  to  the  Secretary's 
office — to  Mr.  Bellinger's  office. 

The  Chaibman.  What  I  mean  is,  after  you  had  sent  that  letter,  the 
department  referred  it  to  the  Assistant  Attorney-General  or  to  Secre- 
tary Pierce. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  The  way  that  was — the  next  day  after  we  wrote 
the  letter  or  the  same  day  I  sent  that  letter  over  to  the  Secretary's 
office — I  was  called  over  to  the  Interior  Department  and  notified  that 
Mr.  Pierce  wanted  to  see  me.  I  went  in  to  see  Mr.  Pierce,  and  he  said 
that  Mr.  Ballinger  had  turned  over  the  matter  to  him  for  an  opinion 
,  and  that  he  had  stated  he  did  not  want  to  have  anything  furtner  to 
do  with  it,  owing  to  his  having  represented  some  or  the  Alaska  coal 
"  claimants,  and  that  he  had  turned  the  matter  over  to  him;  that  they 
would  write  the  opinion  there;  that  they  would  not  send  it  over  to 
the  Department  or  Justice. 

The  Chaibman.  In  this  connection,  inasmuch  as  there  is  no  other 
evidence  on  the  other  side,  we  will  have  to  look  into  this  matter  and 
justify  Secretary  Pierce,  who  has  been  drawn  into  the  question  here, 
and  I  ask  the  committee  to  turn  to  page  180,  which  gives  the  history 
of  this  matter  and  shows  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce's  connection 
with  it. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  That  is  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce's  statement? 

The  Chaibman.  That  is  his  statement.     He  says  here: 

This  paper — 

That  is  the  paper  of  submission — 

was  sent  over  to  the  department  and  turned  over  to  the  office  of  the  assistant  attorney- 
general  for  the  department.  Mr.  F.  W.  Clements,  first  assistant  attorney-general, 
was  then  acting  as  assistant  attorney-general  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Oscar  Lawler,  the 
Assistant  Attorney-General  for  the  Interior  Department.  Mr.  Lawler  was  then  in 
California.  Mr.  Clements  and  Mr.  Finney  prepared  the  paper  dated  the  19th  day 
of  May,  placing  a  construction  upon  the  act  of  May  28,  1908.  Mr.  Glavis  was  present 
at  the  time  this  paper  was  prepared.     (See  Mr.  Clements's  statement,  pp.  88-92.) 

I  think  that  refers  to  those  pages  referring  to  the  first  written  state- 
ment.    I  am  not  able  to  locate  it  in  this  book. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Mr.  Pierce  is  available,  isn't  he? 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Pierce  signed  this  decision  that  was  prepared 
by  these  two  gentlemen. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  understand  it.  You  are  reading  from  some 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Pierce.  I  should  think  it  would  be  better  to 
have  him  here. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Will  you  tell  just  what  happened  there,  Mr.  Glavis. 
You  were  just  stating  that  you  were  called  over  to  the  Assistant  Seo- 
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retary's  office,  Mr.  Pierce's  office.     Now  just  state  what  happened 
there. 

Mr.  Glavis.  After  I  had  seen  Mr.  Pierce  and  he  had  told  me  this, 
he  further  stated  that  Mr.  Clements  was  then  preparing  the  opinion, 
and  I  did  go  into  Mr.  Clements's  office  while  he  and  Mr.  Finney  were 
preparing  the  opinion. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Who  is  Mr.  Finney  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  used  to  call  him,  when  I  was  in  the  service,  the 
confidential  man  of  Secretary  Ballinger.  I  do  not  know  what  his 
title  is. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  they  were  discussing  that  opinion,  and  they  asked 
my  views  when  I  came  in.  I  said,  "You  all  know  what  my  views  are, 
because  I  have  discussed  them  before."  I  said:  "Mv  opinion  is  that 
the  act  never  intended  that  claims  that  were  fraudulent  should  be 
allowed  to  be  patented;  I  didn't  think  Congress  intended  to  validate 
fraudulent  entries,"  is  the  way  I  put  it.  I  said  my  views  are  stated 
in  those  reports  I  sent  in  in  the  spring. 

The  Chairman.  You  substantially  agreed  with  Mr.  Schwartz,  thenl 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  And  Mr.  Clements  dictated  that  opinion 
which  appears  next,  at  the  bottom  of  page  16. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  introduce  in  evidence  now  Secretary  Pierce's  . 
opinion,  on  page  16. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  suggest  that  in  connection  with  it  we  also 
put  in  Secretary  Pierce's  letter,  commencing  on  page  207  and  ending 
on  page  209,  bearing  upon  the  same  question,  in  connection  with  this 
letter  of  the  19th. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  refer  to  the  letter  of  August  30,  1909  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  commencing  on  page  207  and  ending  on  page 
209 — a  letter  by  Secretary  Pierce. 

Mr.  McCall.  That  is  by  F.  W.  Townsend. 

The  Chairman.  No.  It  is  signed  by  Clements.  I  was  mistaken 
about  that.     It  ends  on  page  208. 

Senator  Fletcher.  \ ou  mean  the  letter  written  by  Clements? 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  in  connection  with  the  decision  of  the  Secre- 
tary that  you  have  inserted  in  the  record.  They  will  both  go  into  the 
record. 

(The  opinion  and  letter  are  as  follows:) 

Department  op  the  Interior, 

Washington,  May  19,  1909. 
The  Commissioner  op  the  General  Land  Office. 

Sir:  Referring  to  your  recent  request  for  instructions  relative  to  unperfected  coal- 
land  entries  within  Alaska,  made  by  qualified  persons  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of 
May  28,  1908  (35  Stat.,  424),  concerning  which  you  report  that  under  varying  condi- 
tions arrangements  had  been  entered  into  looking  to  the  transfer  and  consolidation 
of  the  entries  into  groups  in  order  to  secure  such  acreage  as  would  warrant  the  economic 
development  of  the  groups,  and  that  application  is  now  being  made  to  perfect  Baid 
entries  under  said  act,  I  have  to  advise  you  that  the  act  of  May  28, 1908,  was  a  curative 
act  and  should  be  liberally  construed  so  as  to  further  the  object  intended  to  be  advanced 
by  said  legislation,  namely,  the  consolidation  of  coal  claims  in  Alaska,  initiated  prior 
to  November  12, 1906,  through  means  of  associations  or  corporations,  so  as  to  permit  of 
the  acquirement  of  title  to  contiguous  locations,  not  exceeding  2,560  acres. 

There  are,  of  course,  conditions  respecting  the  qualifications  of  the  persons  consti- 
tuting the  association  or  corporation  making  the  consolidated  entry,  its  length,  etc., 
with  respect  to  which  your  inquiry  has  no  relation.  It  is  assumed  tnat  the  difficulty 
with  which  your  office  is  confronted  in  passing  upon  these  applications  is  merely  that 
technical  objection  might  have  been  raised  as  to  the  good  faith  in  the  claimant  or 
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entryman  because  of  the  understanding,  arrangement,  or  agreement  contemplated  or 
entered  into  with  respect  to  the  completion  of  such  entries  prior  to  the  passage  of  the 
act  of  May  28,  1908.  With  respect  thereto  I  am  of  opinion  that  to  so  limit  the  scope 
and  purpose  of  the  act  of  1908  as  to  refuse  the  privilege  of  perfecting  such  claims  under 
its  liberal  provisions  solely  because  of  such  previous  arrangement  or  agreement  is 
unwarranted,  and  that  in  passing  upon  entries  sought  to  be  perfected  under  the  act  of 
1908,  where  the  only  objection  thereto  is  an  arrangement  or  agreement  of  the  character 
specifically  described  in  your  letter,  the  same  might  and  should  be  accepted  and  passed 
to  patent. 

Very  respectfully,  Frank  Pierce, 

First  Assistant  Secretary. 


Department  op  the  Interior, 
Washington,  August  SO, 1909. 
Hon.  Frank  Pierce, 

First  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  facts  and  circumstances  surrounding  the  preparation  of  the  paper  initialed  by 
Mr.  Finney  and  myself  which  you  signed  May  19,  1909,  instructing  the  commissioner 
relative  to  coal-land  entries  within  Alaska,  under  the  act  of  May  28,  1908  (35  Stat., 
424),  are  as  follows: 

The  matter  was  originally  submitted  by  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office  in  the  form  of  a  proposed  letter,  addressed  to  the  Attorney-General,  requesting 
his  opinion  as  to  whether  entries  of  coal  lands  in  Alaska  might  "be  completed  and 
patent  issued,  in  cases  where  the  law  had  been  complied  with,  except  for  some  one 
of  the  following  irregular  or  illegal  agreements  or  conditions  pending  May  28, 1908: 

11 1.  A  verbal  or  written  agreement  between  two  or  more  entrymen,  made  prior  to 
the  initiation  of  the  entry,  that  upon  payment  for  the  land  and  issuance  of  a  cash 
certificate,  the  entries  should  be  transferred  to  a  single  company  or  corporation,  and 
the  different  entrymen  to  accept  stock  in  said  corporations  in  payment  for  the  land. 

"2.  A  contract  conveying  said  lands  to  a  company  or  corporation,  in  which  the 
entryman  had  or  expected  to  receive  stock  in  payment  for  the  lands. 

"3.  Entries  made  under  an  agreement  to  convey,  and  conveyance  made  to  a  com- 
pany or  corporation,  which  company  or  corporation  now  offers  to  make  cash  entry 
under  the  act  of  March  (May)  28,  1908,  by  consolidating  the  said  claims  or  locations 
so  made. 

"4.  A  verbal  agreement  by  two  or  more  entrymen,  made  prior  to  the  initiation  of  the 
entry,  that  upon  issuance  of  patent  the  entries  would  be  consolidated  and  mined  at 
the  joint  expense  of  each  claimant,  share  and  share  alike." 

Said  proposed  letter  was  first  handled  by  Mr.  Finney,  who  had  prepared  a  memo- 
randum  thereon.  Upon  review  thereof  I  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  no  necessity 
for  submitting  the  matter  to  the  Attorney-General,  and  therefore  treated  the  same  as 
a  request  for  instructions,  which  were  given  in  the  letter  of  May  19,  1909,  signed  by 
you  and  before  referred  to. 

Upon  informal  inquiry  at  the  General  Land  Office  I  learned  that  the  matter  was 
submitted  at  the  instance  of  Chief  of  Field  Division  G  lav  is,  who,  at  my  request,  called 
upon  me  for  consultation  and  was  present  in  my  room  with  Mr.  Finney  when  I  dictated 
the  instructions  to  the  General  Land  Office.  I  am  not  certain,  but  as  I  now  recall, 
Mr.  Glavis  was  requested  to  wait  until  they  were  written  out  by  the  stenographer, 
and  that  I  permitted  him  to  take  a  copy  for  consideration  over  night;  that  he  called 
upon  me  the  next  day,  at  which  time,  after  further  talk,  the  final  draft  was  made  and 
submitted  to  you. 

Lands  in  Alaska  are  unsurveyed,  and  claim  to  coal  lands  in  the  Territory  must 
be  initiated  by  actual  location,  which  is  accomplished  by  marking  the  boundaries 
on  the  ground  and  opening  a  mine.  Within  one  year  after  making  such  location  the 
locator  must  file  for  record  and  also  witb  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  land  district 
notice  containing  the  matters  recited  in  the  statute.  Within  three  years  from  the 
date  of  such  notice  patent  may  be  obtained  by  presenting  application  therefor  with 
the  land  officers,  accompanied  by  plat  of  survey  of  the  land  and  payment  of  $10  per 
acre.  It  is  this  latter  proceeding  which  constitutes  the  "entry"  and  is  entirely  ais- 
tinct  from  the  "location  "  previously  described.  It  was  in  this  light  that  I  considered 
and  understood  the  inquiries  in  the  letter  above  set  out,  there  being  no  reference 
therein  to  any  contract  or  agreement  made  prior  to  location,  it  being,  as  I  understood 
it,  confined  to  circumstances  occurring  after  location,  but  before  entry. 

In  my  conversations  with  Mr.  Glavis  respecting  the  matter  he  several  times  referred 
to  the  Cunningham  cases,  with  which  I  was  not  at  all  familiar,  the  same  never  having 
come  before  me  for  consideration  in  any  form.    With  respect  to  individual  cases 
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I  informed  him  that  the  matters  submitted  were  concrete  questions  of  law  involving 
the  construction  of  the  statute,  which,  while  they  would  in  a  measure  serve  as  a 
guide  in  disposing  of  all  cases  arising  under  the  act,  yet  it  was  not  the  purpose  of 
the  department  in  these  instructions  to  determine  any  given  case.  I  did  inquire 
of  him,  however,  as  I  recall,  as  to  whether  he  had  under  investigation  any  cases 
involving  a  charge  that  the  original  location  was  made  in  the  interest  or  for  the  bene- 
fit of  any  other  than  the  locator,  and  specifically  stated  to  him  that  the  inquiry  did 
not  involve  any  such  case  and  that  sucn  a  case,  if  it  existed,  was  not  within  the  con- 
templation of  the  instructions. 

I  can  assure  you  that  otherwise  than  as  above  stated  no  reference  was  ever  made 
or  any  consideration  given  to  the  Cunningham  or  any  other  particular  cases  at  the 
time  these  instructions  were  under  consideration.  As  understood  by  me  at  the  time 
the  instructions  were  issued  the  matters  presented  were  merely  of  this  character: 
Whether  locators  of  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  who,  after  location  and  prior  to  the  passage 
of  the  act  of  1908,  entered  into  agreements  with  respect  to  the  consolidation  of  their 
claims,  which  agreements,  when  made,  were  in  violation  of  the  act  of  1904,  and  who 
were  now  desirous  of  perfecting  their  claims,  either  as  individuals  or  as  associations, 
could  do  so  under  the  act  of  1908,  the  question  being  whether  such  previous  agree- 
ments barred  them  from  the  benefits  of  said  later  act.  It  was  in  this  respect  that 
the  instructions  stated : 

It  is  assumed  that  the  difficulty  with  which  your  office  is  confronted  in  passing 
upon  these  applications  is  merely  that  technical  objection  might  be  raised  as  to  the 
good  faith  of  the  claimant  or  entryman  because  of  the  understanding,  arrangement, 
or  agreement  contemplated  or  entered  into  with  respect  to  the  completion  of  such 
entries  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908.  With  reference  thereto  I  am 
of  opinion  that  to  so  limit  the  scope  and  purpose  of  the  act  of  1908  as  to  refuse  the 
privilege  of  perfecting:  such  claims  under  its  liberal  provisions  solely  because  of  such 
previous  arrangement  or  agreement  is  unwarranted,  and  that  in  passing  upon  entries 
sought  to  be  perfected  under  the  act  of  1908,  where  the  only  objection  thereto  is  an 
arrangement  or  agreement  of  the  character  specifically  described  in  your  letter,  the 
same  might  and  should  be  accepted  and  passed  to  patent. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

F.  W.  Clements. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  proceed.  They  asked  you  what 
your  opinion  of  the  law  was,  and  you  stated  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Then  Mr.  Clements  dictated  this  opinion. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Of  May  19? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  That  was  sent  over  to  the  office — over  to 
the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  after  it  was  signed  by  Assistant  Secre- 
tary Pierce? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  And  I  discussed  it  then  with  Mr.  Dennett. 
Of  course  Mr.  Dennett  knew  what  my  views  were  at  that  time  and 
I  knew  his  views.  I  told  him  I  didn't  think  it  was  good  law,  and  I 
didn't  think  it  was  right.     Mr.  Dennett  said: 

We  have  nothing  to  do;  our  hands  are  washed  of  any  responsibility;  all  that  you 
can  do  is  to  make  out  your  reports  in  accordance  with  this  decision. 

At  that  time  I  felt,  as  I  felt  a  little  earlier  in  the  spring,  that  things 
were  not  going  very  good,  and  I  didn't  think  they  were  in  good  faith 
intending  to  cancel  those  Alaska  coal  cases,  and  I  was  about  ready 
to  resign.  It  was  about  two  or  three  days  after  that  when  I  met  Mr. 
Henry  M.  Hoyt,  who  was  attorney-general  at  Porto  Rico.  He  hap- 
pened to  be  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  at  that  time.  I  told  Mr.  Hoyt 
about  the  circumstances  and  showed  him  the  letter  that  we  had 
prepared  for  the  Attorney-General  and  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Pierce, 
explaining  to  him  how  Mr.  Ballinger  had  agreed  to  send  it  to  the 
Attorney-General,  and  then  evidently  changed  his  mind  overnight, 
and  I  told  him  my  views  of  the  law,  and  I  showed  him  my  report 
on  the  Cunningham  cases,  which  set  forth- 
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Mr.  Bbandeis.  You  mean  the  report  of  March  23,  which  has  been 
put  in  evidence? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  one,  and  I  also  gave  him  a  copy  of 
Schwartz's  memorandum  of  July. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Of  July,  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  What  was  Mr.  Hoyt  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  attorney-general  of  Porto  Rico.  We  had 
been  connected  in  cases  before. 

Mr.  Denby.  He  just  happened  to  be  here  in  Washington  on  busi- 
ness? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  We  were  always  friendly,  and  I  went  to 
him  for  advice.  I  told  him  I  thought  I  would  resign.  I  had  a 
couple  of  letters  of  introduction  that  Mr.  Heney,  of  San  Francisco, 
had  given  me,  in  case  I  needed  them,  about  a  month  before,  and  I 
was  going  to  resign  and  give  it  out  to  the  public.    He  thought  that 

Mr.  Denby.  Pardon  me.     You  were  going  to  resign  and  what 

Mr.  Glavis.  Give  the  facts  out  to  the  press  and  the  people.  He 
said  that  would  be  an  awful  scandal  for  Mr.  Taft's  administration  just 
after  having  come  in  as  President,  and  he  thought  that  would  not  be 
the  best  thing  to  prevent  this,  and  in  order  to  prevent  this  scandal 
and  talk  we  discussed  the  best  method  to  bring  about  a  change  in 
this  opinion,  because  he  had  agreed  with  me  tnat  that  opinion  was 
not  ajjood  opinion  at  all.  And  he  suggested  that  he  would  go  up  to 
New  England— -he  was  a  personal  friend  of  Horace  Taft,  who  had  a 
school  up  there,  the  President's  brother — and  he  would  go  up  there 
and  see  him,  explain  the  situation  to  him,  and  get  him  to  come  down 
and  see  the  President  and  have  the  President  take  some  action  and 
put  a  stop  to  it.  We  discussed  this  quite  a  bit  more,  and  finally  we 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  we  would  not  do  that.  What  Mr.  Hoyt 
desired  then  to  do  was  to  20  to  the  Attorney-General  and  lay  the 
matter  before  him  and  get  nis  advice  as  to  what  to  do;  leave  it  to 
his  opinion  as  to  the  best  action  to  take.  So  Mr.  Hoyt  went  on  to 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  had  a  conference  with  the  Attorney- 
General. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Did  he  have  any  papers  with  him  when  he  first 
went  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  took  with  him  the  same  papers  I  had 
given  him  and  another  paper  also,  because  during  that  time  I  had 
prepared  my  report  in  accordance  with  this  Pierce  decision.  They 
were  voting  me — they  had  written  me  a  letter  in  the  office  asking 
me  to  make  a  report  in  accordance  with  that  decision — and  also 
every  time  I  would  see  Mr.  Dennett  he  would  ask  me  whether  I  had 
made  my  report  on  the  cases  yet;  so  I  couldn't  hold  off  any  longer. 
I  had  made  my  report,  but  I  had  not  submitted  it.  I  gave  Mr.  Hoyt 
a  copy  of  that  report.    That  is  the  report  dated  May  26. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  It  had  not  yet  been  rendered  at  that  time.  Was  it  a 
draft  of  the  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  it  had  not  been  filed.     It  was  about  May  23  or  24. 

Mr.  Denby.  Is  it  in  the  book? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  It  was  afterwards  filed — dated  and  filed  on  the 
26th.     It  appears  on  the  record  at  page  40.     We  will  read  that  letter. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  introduce  that? 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  I  thought  we  had  the  letter,  because  it  was  only  a 
draft  of  this.     It  was  not  the  report  that  he  gave  Mr.  Hoyt. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  it  was  the  same  thing  as  this.  I  had  not  dated  it 
yet;  I  had  already  prepared  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  were  the  papers  that  Mr.  Hoyt  had  when  he 
went  to  see  the  Attorney-General,  Wickersham? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Hoyt  had  a  copy  of  this  report. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  the  report  of  May  26 — of  your  report. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  He  took  that  because  it  covered  the  situa- 
tion, and  it  also  covered  the  letter  which  we  had  prepared  to  go  to  the 
Attorney-General,  and  the  Pierce  decision  under  that  letter.  He  also 
had  a  copy  of  my  report  on  the  Cunningham  cases  dated  in  March. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  March  23,  which  we  have  already  put  in  evidence t 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Aiid  he  went  up  there  and  explained  the 
situation  to  him. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  with  Mr.  Hoyt  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.     I  went  the  next  day. 

The  Chairman.  You  quote  this  information  from  him,  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Had  you  received  a  letter  of  May  24,  on  page 
17,  from  Mr.  Underwood? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  received  it  just  about  that  time;  I 
think  it  was  May  24  that  Mr.  Hoyt  went  to  see  the  Attorney-General, 
or  May  25;  any  way  Mr.  Hoyt  went  there  and  discussed  the  matter 
with  the  Attorney-General,"  and  left  with  him,  at  the  Attorney-Gen- 
eraFs  request,  these  papers  which  I  had  given  Mr.  Hoyt  to  take  up, 
and  he  told  Mr.  Hovt  he  would  go  carefully  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is,  the  Attorney-General  told  Mr.  Hoyt? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  saw  him  that  evening  and  he  told  me. 
He  said  to  me  he  had  looked  over  the  papers  that  Mr.  Hoyt  had  left, 
and  considered  the  matter,  and  that  he  would  state  to  Mr.  Ballinger 
at  a  Cabinet  meeting  that  I  had  been  to  see  him  and  had  explainedto 
him  the  fact  that  Mr.  Ballinger  was  disqualified  from  acting  in  the 
making  of  the  opinion,  and  that  I  thought  the  matter  was  of  such 
importance  that  a  Cabinet  officer  should  render  the  opinion,  and  he 
would  ask  Mr.  Ballinger  to  refer  the  question  of  law  to  him  for  an 
opinion. 

The  Chairman.  What  day  was  this,  as  nearly  as  you  can  tell? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  May  25  or  May  26. 

The  Chairman.  Six  or  seven  days  after  the  Pierce  opinion? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  was  four  or  five  or  six  days  after  that  opinion. 
My  daily  report  I  think  will  show.  I  had  several  conferences  with 
the  Attorney-General  first  before  that  in  regard  to  the  Oregon  land- 
fraud  cases,  and  it  was  my  last  conference  with  the  Attorney-General 
that  that  conversation  took  place ;  and  I  think  when  we  get  our  dailv 
reports  I  can  give  you  the  exact  date.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think 
they  will  show  it. 

The  Chairman.  At  any  rate,  it  was  within  a  week  or  so. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  it  was  on  the  same  day  of  the  Cabinet  meeting, 
whatever  day  that  was? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  I  remember  that  day  distinctly,  because  he 
was  about  ready  to  go  when  I  saw  him.  Nothing  further  took  place. 
That  is  the  last  time  I  saw  the  Attorney-General  with  reference  to 
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the  Alaska  coal  cases  and  nothing  took  place  until  about  May  27  or 
May  28,  when  Mr.  Ballinger  sent  for  me.  I  think  it  was  the  day  after, 
or  two  days  after  this  interview  with  the  Attorney-General,  that  Mr. 
Ballinger  sent  for  me,  and  his  private  secretary,  Mr.  Carr,  was  type- 
writing or  had  some  typewritten  copies  of  letters  on  his  desk,  and  Mr. 
Ballinger  told  me  to  look  at  them.  I  glanced  at  one  letter,  which 
was  a  letter  from  ex-Governor  Moore  to  Mr.  Ballinger  in  reference 
to  the  coal  cases  and  it  expressed  their  disappointment  in  not  having 
received  the  patents.  The  letter  is  in  the  record  here ;  I  would  not 
want  to  try  to  quote  it,  because  it  speaks  for  itself. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  introduce  trie  letter  later,  as  soon  as  you  get 
through. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  also  told  me  that  the  Attorney-General  had  spoken 
to  him  about  my  visit  to  him,  and  that  he  was  then  preparing  to  send 
over  to  the  Department  of  Justice  the  matter  for  an  opinion. 

The  Chairman.  With  a  request  for  an  opinion  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  He  said,  "In  the  meantime,  Glavis,  I 
would  not  submit  your  report  on  the  Pierce  decision."  I  said, 
"Judge,  I  have  already  filed  my  report  in  accordance  with  the  Pierce 
decision."  And  he  said,  "Well,  withdraw  it  until  we  hear  from  the 
Attorney-General."  And  I  did  withdraw  the  report  that  I  had 
filed  the  day  or  two  days  before. 

Senator  Jxetcher.  That  is  Exhibit  No.  11? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Perhaps  it  would  be  better  at  this  time  to  intro- 
duce these  various  communications. 

Mr.  Madison.  What  page  is  the  report  on? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Page  40. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  want  to  put  in  this  report  that  you  have 
referred  to?    . 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes.  I  was  going  to  put  in  first  the  letter  of 
May  24,  which  appears  on  page  17  of  the  record.  Let  me  ask  just 
one  question  in  regard  to  that.  Had  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  been  requested 
orally  to  present  your  report  before  you  got  this  written  request? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes.  I  had  several  conferences  with  Mr.  Dennett. 
He  said,  "Go  ahead  and  submit  the  report." 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  this  request  put  in  writing?  Did  you  ask  that 
it  be  put  in  writing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  asked  Mr.  Underwood,  who  is  the  assistant  chief  of 
the  field  division,  to  write  me  a  letter  about  it  and  transmit  the 
opinion,  and  he  -did. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is,  you  asked  for  a  written  request  of  it  after 
you  had  been  orally  requested;  you  wanted  a  record  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  On  page  40  is  the  report  which  was  made  and 
withdrawn  at  Secretary  Ballinger's  request. 

(The  report  is  as  follows:) 

Exhibit  11. 

Department  op  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  26,  1909. 
The  Commissioner,  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  By  your  letter  of  December  20,  1907,  you  directed  me  to  take  up  the  investi- 
gation of  the  fraudulent  entry  and  acquisition  of  coal  lands  within  the  district  of 
Alaska. 
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As  a  result  of  an  examination  of  the  records  of  the  Juneau  (Alaska)  land  office,  the 
filings  and  entries  were  classified  into  groups,  under  the  names  of  the  agents  making 
such  filings,  my  theory  being  that  each  group  represented  a  separate  conspiracy  to 
violate  the  law.    These  groups  are  as  follows: 

Brown,  Bushnell,  Chezum,  Christopher,  Cunningham,  Doughton,  Dunn,  Foster, 
Green,  Hartline,  Hunt,  Jester,  Kelley,  McAlpine,  McHenry,  Mackey,  Morrow, 
Rathbone,  Simmonds,  Smith,  Stracey.  Thurston,  Wells,  Willoughby,  and  Young. 

In  compliance  with  your  telegram  of  March  10,  I  submitted  reports  relative  to  each 
group  on  dates  prior  to  April  1,  which  reports  are  of  record  in  your  office. 

The  Cunningham  is  a  characteristic  group,  and  reference  is  here  made  to  my  report 
of  March  23, 1909,  thereon,  submitting  evidence  which  shows  that  the  coal  declaratory 
statements  in  said  proup  were  filed  subject  to  an  agreement  that  upon  title  being  per- 
fected to  the  individual  claims  of  160  acres  each  the  entryman  was  to  deed  such  claim 
to  a  company  to  be  formed  for  the  purpose  of  developing  and  marketing  the  coal  and 
receive  stock  in  said  company  in  payment;  Cunningham,  the  agent  in  this  case,  to 
receive  one-eighth  of  the  stock  issued  to  each  entryman. 

As  a  result  of  a  conference  on  May  17,  1909,  with  the  honorable  Secretary,  yourself, 
and  the  Chief  of  Field  Service,  the  Secretary  directed  that  a  letter  be  prepared  for 
his  signature  to  the  Attorney-General,  setting  forth  the  general  facts  and  requesting 
an  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  the  filings  involved  were  unlawful  in  view  of  the  act 
of  May  28,  1908.  Pursuant  thereto,  the  following  letter  was  prepared  and  submitted 
to  the  department: 

May  — ,  1909. 
The  Attorney-General. 

Sir:  Under  date  of  May  28,  1909,  Congress  passed  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  encour- 
age development  of  coal  deposits  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska." 

At  the  date  of  the  passage  of  this  act  there  were  pending  in  the  various  land  offices 
in  Alaska  unperfected  coal  entries  in  which  payment  had  not  been  made  and  cash 
certificate  had  not  been  issued.  These  entries  were  made  by  persons  qualified  to 
make  entries  under  the  general  coal-land  laws.  In  a  great  many  cases  entrymen  had, 
under  varying  circumstances,  contemplated  making,  contracted  to  make,  or  had 
actually  made  transfers  of  the  entries  or  agreements  to  transfer  these  entries  to  com- 
panies or  corporations.  The  general  proposition  sought  to  be  effected  by  these  transfers 
was  to  consolidate  the  entries  into  groups  in  order  to  secure  such  acreage  as  would 
warrant  the  mining  of  coal  upon  an  extensive  and  permanent  basis.  Application  is 
now  being  made  from  time  to  time  that  certain  of  the  entries  above  referred  to  and 
pending  on  March  28,  1908,  be  now  accepted,  cash  price  received,  and  entries  per- 
mitted to  go  to  patent  under  the  terms  of  this  act. 

This  department  would  be  pleased  for  your  official  opinion  as  to  whether  these 
entries  can  be  completed  and  patent  issued  in  cases  where  the  law  has  been  complied 
with,  except  for  some  one  of  the  following  irregular  or  illegal  agreements  or  conditions 
pending  May  28,  1908: 

1.  A  verbal  or  written  agreement  between  two  or  more  entrymen,  made  prior  to 
the  initiation  of  the  entry,  that  upon  payment  for  the  land  and  issuance  of  a  cash 
certificate  the  entries  should  be  transferred  to  a  single  company  or  corporation,  and 
the  different  entrymen  to  accept  stock  in  said  corporations  in  payment  for  the  land. 

2.  A  contract  conveying  the  said  lands  to  a  company  or  corporation,  which  com- 
pany or  corporation  now  offers  to  make  cash  entry  under  the  act  of  March  28,  1902, 
l>y  consolidating  the  said  claims  or  locations  so  made. 

4.  A  verbal  agreement  by  two  or  more  entrymen,  made  prior  to  the  initiation  of  the 
entry,  that  upon  issuance  of  patent  the  entries  would  be  consolidated  and  mined  at 
the  joint  expense  of  each  claimant,  share  and  share  alike. 
Respectfully, 

,  Secretary. 

The  matter  was  considered  by  the  department,  and  on  May  19,  1909,  you  were 
advised  as  follows: 

May  19,  1909. 
The  Commissioner  General  Land  Office. 

Sir:  Referring  to  your  recent  request  for  instructions  relative  to  unperfected  coal- 
land  entries  within  Alaska,  made  by  qualified  persons  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act 
of  May  28,  1909  (35  Stat.,  424),  concerning  which  you  report  that  under  varying 
conditions  arrangements  had  been  entered  into  looking  to  the  transfer  and  consoli- 
dation of  the  entries  into  groups  in  order  to  secure  such  acreage  as  would  warrant  the 
methodical  development  of  the  groups,  and  that  application  is  now  being  made  to 
perfect  said  entries  under  said  act,  I  have  to  advise  you  that  the  act  of  May  28,  1908, 
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was  a  curative  act  and  should  be  liberally  construed  so  as  to  further  the  object  in* 
tended  to  be  advanced  by  said  legislation,  namely,  the  consolidation  of  coal  claims 
in  Alaska,  initiated  prior  to  November  12,  1906,  through  means  of  associations  or 
corporations,  so  as  to  permit  of  the  acquirement  of  title  to  contiguous  locations,  not 
exceeding  2,060  acres. 

There  are  of  course  conditions,  respecting  the  qualifications  of  the  persons  consti- 
tuting the  association  or  corporation  making  the  consolidated  entry,  its  length,  etc., 
with  respect  to  which  your  inquiry  has  no  relation.  It  is  assumed  that  the  difficulty 
with  which  your  office  is  confronted  in  passing  upon  these  applications  is  merely 
that  technical  objection  might  have  been  raised  as  to  the  good  faith  of  the  claimant 
or  entryman  because  of  the  understanding,  arrangement,  or  agreement  contemplated 
or  entered  into  with  respect  to  the  completion  of  such  entries  prior  to  the  passage  of 
the  act  of  May  28,  1908.  With  respect  thereto  I  am  of  opinion  to  so  limit  the  scope 
and  purpose  of  the  act  of  1908  as  to  refuse  the  privilege  of  perfecting  such  claims 
under  its  liberal  provisions,  solely  because  of  such  previous  arrangement  or  agree- 
ment, is  unwarranted,  and  that  in  passing  upon  entries  sought  to  be  perfected  under 
the  act  of  1908,  where  the  only  objection  thereto  is  an  arrangement  or  agreement  of 
the  character  specifically  described  in  your  letter,  the  same  might  and  should  be 
accepted  and  passed  to  patent. 

Very  respectfully,  Frank  Pierce, 

First  Assistant  Secretary. 

I  am  now  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  May  24,  1909,  furnishing  me  copies  of  the  two 
letters  hereinabove  quoted,  and  directing  reports  in  view  of  said  opinion. 

I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  my  several  reports  on  the  groups  of  filings  hereinbe- 
fore named  set  forth  the  general  facts  indicating  the  circumstances  and  the  conditions 
under  which  such  filings  were  made,  and  any  Further  investigation  would  result  only 
in  an  accumulation  of  evidence  along  the  same  lines  and  in  support  thereof. 

As  before  stated,  the  Cunningham  group  may  be  taken  as  characteristic,  and  my 
report  thereon  sets  forth  fully  the  facts  in  connection  therewith.  A  state  of  facts  cov- 
ering the  Cunningham  case  having  been  contained  in  the  letter  hereinabove  quoted 
submitted  to  the  department,  its  opinion  renders  futile  any  further  investigation  of 
that  and  the  similar  groups  hereinbefore  mentioned.  I  will  therefore  make  no  further 
investigation  of  these  filings  unless  instructed  by  you. 

There  are  several  other  smaller  groups  and  a  few  individual  entries,  concerning 
which  the  facts  are,  or  may  develop  to  be,  different  from  those  herein  reported  on,  in 
which  cases  further  investigation  will  be  made  and  reports  submitted. 

There  are  782  coal  filings  involved  in  the  several  groups,  and  the  original  papers 
heretofore  furnished  me  are  transmitted  herewith. 

Respectfully,  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Get  the  witness  to  state  that;  ask  him  that 
question. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  May  26,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  letter  of  submission  to  the  Attorney- 
General? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  quoted  that  letter  of  submission  and  also  the  Pierce 
decision  in  that  report.     They  were  nearly  quoted  in  full. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  see  if  I  understand  that,  Mr.  Brandeis. 
Is  that  the  letter  of  submission  that  Mr.  Ballinger  finally  sent  over  to 
the  Attorney-General  calling  for  his  opinion? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  understand  that  this  was  prepared  before  Secre- 
tary Ballinger  sent  anything  over. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  but  I  mean  was  that  afterwards  really  sent 
over? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  understand  it  was  not.  What  he  actually  did 
send  does  not  appear  in  the  record,  but  we  have  requested  in  our 
request  of  documents  that  that  document  be  presented.  It  will  be 
one  that  will  be  put  in  later. 

Mr.  Cotton.  It  appears  here. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Where  does  it  appear?  Mr.  Cotton  says  it  does 
appear  here.     I  did  not  find  it. 
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Mr.  Cotton.  I  will  give  you  that  page. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  the  meantime,  i  will  call  your  attention  to  page 
42,  in  the  third  paragraph  from  the  last,  which  reads  [reading]: 

As  before  stated,  the  Cunningham  group  may  be  taken  as  characteristic,  and  my 
report  thereon  sets  forth  fully  the  facts  in  connection  therewith.  A  state  of  facts  cov- 
ering the  Cunningham  case  "having  been  contained  in  the  letter  hereinabove  quoted 
submitted  to  the  department,  its  opinion  renders  futile  any  further  investigation  of 
that  and  the  similar  groups  hereinbefore  mentioned.  I  will  therefore  make  no  further 
investigation  of  these  filings  unless  instructed  by  you. 

There  are  several  other  smaller  groups  and  a  few  individual  entries,  concerning 
which  the  facts  are,  or  may  develop  to  be,  different  from  those  herein  reported  on,  in 
which  case  further  investigation  will  be  made  and  reports  submitted. 

There  are  782  coal  filings  involved  in  the  several  groups,  and  the  original  papers 
heretofore  furnished  me  are  transmitted  herewith. 

Respectfully,  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division. 

U.  The  Chairman.  We  will  soon  take  a  recess.     What  else  do  you 
want  to  put  in? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Cotton  has  now  found  the  paper  that  I  thought 
was  not  in  here. 

Mr.  Graham.  On  page  673? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  On  pages  674  to  676. 

The  Chairman.  It  begins  at  the  bottom  of  page  674.  You  had 
better  offer  in  that  connection  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.     That  is  at  page  677. 

The  Chairman.  It  appears  several  times  in  this  book,  beginning  on 
page  677.    That  is  admitted. 

(The  letter  and  opinion  are  as  follows:) 

May  26,  1909. 
The  Attornby-Gbnbbal. 

Sir:  The  general  coal-mining  laws  of  the  United  States,  as  embodied  in  sections 
2347  et  seq.,  Revised  Statutes,  were  extended  to  the  district  of  Alaska  by  act  of 
Congress  approved  June  6,  1900  (31  Stat.,  658).  No  entries  were  made  under  its  pro- 
visions, the  principal  reason  being  that  entry  under  the  sections  specified  is  confined 
to  surveyed  lands,  and  the  public  surveys  have  not  been  extended  to  Alaska. 

April  28,  1904  (33  Stat.,  525),  an  act  was  passed  amending  said  act  of  June  6,  1900, 
and  providing  a  method  for  the  surveying  and  patenting  of  coal  claims  in  Alaska. 

Section  4  of  the  last-mentioned  act,  however,  provided  that  all  the  provisions  of 
the  coal-land  laws  of  the  United  States  not  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  act 
should  continue  to  be  in  force  in  Alaska. 

A  large  number  of  locations  of  and  applications  for  coal  lands  were  made  in  Alaska 
under  the  provisions  of  these  laws,  and  against  many  of  them  it  was  charged  by  special 
agents  of  this  department  that  agreements  had  been  entered  into  prior  to  entry. 
This  condition  arose  partly  from  the  fact  that  160  acres,  the  maximum  area  enterable 
by  an  individual,  was  too  small  to  constitute  a  workable  coal  mine,  especially  in 
Alaska. 

May  28, 1908,  Congress  passed  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  encourage  the  development 
of  coal  deposits  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska."  Section  1  of  said  act  permitted  the  con- 
solidation of  single  claims,  locations,  or  entries  to  include  not  exceeding  2,560  acres 
of  contiguous  lands  and  the  entry  of  same  by  associations  or  corporations,  with  the 
condition  that  corporations  applying  for  consolidated  claims  under  the  act  must  show 
that  not  less  than  75  per  cent  of  their  stock  is  held  by  qualified  en  try  men. 

This  department  has  been  asked  whether  entries  may  be  completed  and  patents 
issued  under  said  act  of  May  28, 1908,  in  cases  where  some  one  of  the  following  irregular 
or  illegal  agreements  or  conditions  existed  on  May  28,  1908: 

1.  A  verbal  or  written  agreement  between  two  or  more  entrymen,  made  prior  to 
the  initiation  of  the  entry,  that  upon  payment  for  the  land  and  issuance  of  a  cash 
certificate  the  entries  should  be  transferred  to  a  single  company  or  corporation,  and 
the  different  entrymen  to  accept  stock  in  said  corporations  in  payment  for  the  land. 

2.  A  contract  conveying  said  lands  to  a  company  or  corporation  in  which  the 
entryman  had  or  expected  to  receive  stock  in  payment  for  the  lands. 
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3.  Entries  made  under  an  agreement  to  convey,  and  conveyance  made  to  a  company 
or  corporation,  which  company  or  corporation  now  offers  to  make  cash  entry  under 
the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  by  consolidating  the  said  claims  or  locations  so  made. 

4.  A  verbal  agreement  by  two  or  more  entrymen,  made  prior  to  the  initiation  of 
the  entry,  that  upon  issuance  of  patent  the  entries  would  be  consolidated  and  mined 
at  the  joint  expense  of  each  claimant,  share  and  share  alike. 

In  the  opinion  of  this  department  any  of  the  agreements  described  in  paragraphs 
1,  2,  and  3  above  would  constitute  a  violation  of  the  general  coal-land  laws  as  extended 
to  Alaska  by  the  act  of  April  28,  1904.  See  in  this  connection  decision  of  Circuit 
Judge  Hanford  in  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company,  copy 
herewith;  United  States  v.  Trinidad  Coal  Company  (137  U.  S.,  160);  and  United 
States  v.  Keitel  (211  U.  S.,  370);  but  the  view  of  the  department,  as  expressed  in 
letter  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  May  19,  1909,  is  that  the  act  of 
May  28, 1908,  was  a  curative  act,  to  be  liberally  construed,  and  that  entries  sought  to  bo 
perfected  under  the  act  of  1908,  where  the  only  objection  is  an  agreement  of  the 
character  specified  in  the  paragraphs  quoted,  may  be  accepted  and  passed  to  patent. 

In  view  of  the  importance  of  the  matter  involved  and  that  it  may  be  authoritatively 
decided  before  entries  are  made  and  passed  to  patent  under  the  act  of  1908, 1  have  the 
honor  to  request  that  you  advise  me  upon  the  questions  presented. 

I  inclose  for  your  information  and  use  in  consideration  of  the  matters  (a)  a  copy  of 
the  coal-land  laws  and  regulations  thereunder,  on  paces  12  to  24,  inclusive,  of  which 
will  be  found  laws  and  regulations  peculiarly  applicable  to  Alaska;  (6)  copy  of  letter 
of  First  Assistant  Secretary  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  dated 
May  19,  1909;  (c)  copy  of  decision  of  Judge  Hanford  hereinbefore  described;  (d) 
memorandum  prepared  in  this  office  relative  to  construction  of  act  of  May  28, 1908. 
Very  respectfully, 

Frank  Pierce, 
First  Assistant  Secretary. 

Acknowledgment  dated  June  12,  1909.  Received  June  15,  1909,  and  referred  to 
Secretary. 

FlNNE*. 


OPINION. 


Department  op  Justice, 
Washington,  June  12, 1909. 
The  honorable  the  Secretary  op  the  Interior. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  dated  May  26, 1909, 
requesting  my  opinion  on  certain  questions  arising  in  your  department  in  the  adminis- 
tion  of  the  coal-land  laws  in  Alaska. 

The  general  coal-land  law  is  embraced  in  sections  2347  to  2352,  inclusive,  of  the 
Revised  Statutes.  By  the  act  of  June  6,  1900  (31  Stat.,  658),  this  law  was  extended 
to  the  district  of  Alaska.  No  locations  or  entries  of  coal  land  could  be  made  under  this 
legislation,  however,  as  under  said  law  entries  must  be  made  by  "legal  subdivisions," 
and  the  public  surveys  had  not  been  extended  over  Alaska.  Consequently,  the  act  of 
April  28, 1904  (33  Stat.,  525),  amending  the  act  of  June  6,  1900,  was  passed,  providing 
for  locations  upon  and  entries  of  unsurveyed  coal  lands  in  Alaska.  The  procedure 
under  said  act  was  similar  to  that  prescribed  by  sections  2348,  2349,  and  2350,  Revised 
Statutes,  for  securing  a  preferential  right  to  enter  surveyed  coal  lands. 

Section  1  of  said  act  provides  that  qualified  persons  or  associations  "*  *  *  who 
shall  have  opened  or  improved  a  coal  mine  or  coal  mines  on  any  of  the  unsurveyed 
public  lands  of  the  United  States  in  the  district  of  Alaska  may  locate  the  lands  upon 
which  such  mine  or  mines  are  situated,  in  rectangular  tracts.  *  *  *  And  all  such 
locators  shall,  within  one  year  from  the  passage  of  this  act,  or  within  one  year  from 
making  such  location,  file  for  record  in  the  recording  district,  and  with  the  register 
and  receiver  of  the  land  district  in  which  the  lands  are  located  or  situated,  a  notice 
containing  the  name  or  names  of  the  locator  or  locators,  the  date  of  the  location,  the 
description  of  the  lands  located,  and  a  reference  to  such  natural  objects  or  permanent 
monuments  as  will  readily  identify  the  same." 

Section  2  prescribes  the  terms  and  conditions  upon  which  locators  may  receive 
patents  for  the  lands  located  by  them  at  any  time  within  three  years  from  the  date  of 
the  filing  of  the  notice  of  location  provided  for  in  section  1. 

Section  3  prescribes  a  method  of  settling  all  contests  over  conflicting  claims  to  such 
lands,  and  section  4  provides: 
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4 'That  all  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land  laws  of  the  United  States  not  in  conflict 
with  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  continue  and  be  in  full  force  in  the  district  of 
Alaska.'1 

Under  this  legislation  the  ordinary  cash  coal  entry  provided  for  by  section  2347, 
Revised  Statutes,  could  not  be  made,  because  the  lands  had  not  been  surveyed. 
Coal  entries  in  Alaska  could  be  made  only  by  securing  the  "preferential  right"  pro- 
vided for  by  section  2348,  Revised  Statutes,  by  opening  and  improving  one  or  more 
coal  mines  on  the  land  sought.  Under  section  2349,  Revised  Statutes,  claimants 
were  required  to  file  their  declaratory  statements  with  the  register  of  the  proper  land 
office  within  sixty  days  after  taking  actual  possession  of,  ana  commencing  improve- 
ments on,  the  land.  Under  the  act  of  Apnl  28,  1904,  locators  were  given  one  vear 
"from  making  such  location"  within  which  to  file  notices  of  their  claims,  which 
notices  must  be  filed  both  in  the  proper  recording  district  and  with  the  register  and 
receiver  of  the  proper  land  office.  Under  the  act  of  1904  locators  were  required  to 
have  their  claims  surveyed  in  a  designated  manner,  which,  of  course,  was  not  required 
under  the  general  coal-land  law.  Under  section  2350,  Revised  Statutes,  claimants 
were  required  to  make  their  application  for  patent,  submit  their  proofs,  and  pay  for 
the  land  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  the  filing  of  their  declaratory  statements. 
Under  the  act  of  1904  claimants  in  Alaska  were  allowed  three  years  from  the  date  of 
their  notices  in  which  to  have  their  surveys  made,  apply  for  patents,  make  their 
proofs,  and  pay  for  the  land. 

You  state  that  a  large  number  of  locations  of,  and  applications  for,  coal  lands  were 
made  in  Alaska  under  the  act  of  April  28, 1904.  Charges  were  made  by  special  agents 
of  your  department  that  in  many  instances  locators  of,  and  applicants  fo*  said  lands 
entered  into  agreements,  prior  to  entry,  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land 
laws.  November  12,  1906,  an  order  was  made  withdrawing  all  lands  in  Alaska  from 
entry,  location,  or  filing  under  the  coal-land  laws.  May  16,  1907,  your  predecessor 
issued  instructions  to  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  land  office  at  Juneau,  Alaska 
{35  L.  I).,  572),  providing,  in  paragraph  2,  that  all  qualified  persons  or  associations 

*  *  *  who  had  within  one  year  prior  to  November  12,  1906,  in  good  faith,  made 
legal  and  valid  locations  under  the  act  of  April  28,  1904,  may  file  notices  of  such 
locations;"  and  providing,  in  paragraph  4,  that  such  persons  "*  *  *  who  may 
have,  in  good  faith,  legally  filed  valid  notices  of  location  under  the  act  of  April  28, 
1904,  prior  to  November  12, 1906,  and  the  bona  fide  qualified  assignees  of  such  persons, 
may  make  entry  and  obtain  patent  under  such  notice  within  the  time  and  in  the  man- 
ner prescribed  bv  statute,  ii  they  have  not  abandoned  their  right  to  do  so." 

Section  1  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908  (35  Stat.,  pt.  1,  424),  provides: 

"That  all  persons,  their  heirs  or  assigns,  who  have  in  good  faith,  personally  or  by 
an  attorney  in  fact,  made  locations  of  coal  land  in  the  territory  of  Alaska  in  their  own 
interest,  prior  to  November  twelfth,  nineteen  hundred  and  six,  or  in  accordance  with 
circular  of  instructions  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  May  sixteenth,  nineteen 
hundred  and  seven,  may  consolidate  their  said  claims  or  locations  by  including  in  a 
single  claim,  location,  or  purchase  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty 
acres  of  contiguous  lands,  not  exceeding  in  length  twice  the  width  of  the  tract  thus 
consolidated  and  for  this  purpose  such  persons,  their  heirs  and  assigns,  may  form  asso- 
ciations or  corporations  who  may  perfect  entry  of  and  acquire  title  to  such  lands  in 
accordance  with  the  other  provisions  of  law  under  which  said  locations  were  originally 
made:  Provided,  That  no  corporation  shall  be  permitted  to  consolidate  its  claim  under 
this  act  unless  seventy-five  per  centum  of  its  stock  shall  be  held  by  persons  qualified 
to  enter  coal  lands  in  Alaska." 

You  request  my  opinion  whether  entries  may  be  completed  and  patents  issued  under 
said  act  of  May  28,  1908,  upon  locations  made  prior  to  November  12,  1906,  in  cases 
where  some  one  of  the  following  irregular  or  illegal  agreements,  or  conditions,  existed 
May  28,  1908: 

'  1 .  A  verbal  or  written  agreement  between  two  or  more  entrymen,  made  prior  to  the 
initiation  of  the  entry,  that  upon  payment  for  the  land,  and  issuance  of  a  cash  certifi- 
cate, the  entries  should  be  transferred  to  a  single  company  or  corporation,  and  the 
different  entrymen  to  accept  stock  in  said  corporation  in  payment  for  the  land. 

"  2.  A  contract  conveying  said  lands  to  a  company  or  corporation,  in  which  the  entry- 
man  had  or  expected  to  receive  stock  in  payment  for  the  lands. 

"3.  Entries  made  under  an  agreement  to  convey,  and  conveyance  made  to  a  com- 
pany or  corporation,  which  company  or  corporation  now  offers  to  make  cash  entry  under 
the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  by  consolidating  the  said  claims  or  locations  so  made. 

1 '4.  A  verbal  agreement  bv  two  or  more  entrymen  made  prior  to  the  initiation  of  the 
entry,  that  upon  issuance  of  patent,  the  entries  would  be  consolidated  and  mined  at 
the  joint  expense  of  each  claimant,  share  and  share  alike.' * 
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The  consummation  of  any  of  the  agreements  or  contracts  mentioned  in  the  first 
three  of  the  above-quoted  paragraphs  would  have  vested  in  one  association  or  corpora- 
tion the  title  to  the  lands  embraced  in  several  entries,  a  clear  violation  of  section  2350, 
Revised  Statutes,  which  provides  that  "the  three  preceding  sections  shall  be  held  to 
authorized  only  one  entry  by  the  same  person  or  association  of  persons."  (U.  S.  v. 
Keitel,  211  U.  S.,  370,  387-391;  U.  S.  v.  Trinidad  Coal  Co.,  137  U.  S.,  160.)  The 
agreement  described  in  the  fourth  paragraph  is  identical  with  the  one  involved  in  the 
case  of  U.  S.  v.  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Co.,  decided  by  the  United  States  circuit 
court  for  the  western  district  of  Washington,  October  5,  1908.  In  that  case  Judge 
Hanford  said: 

"  If  the  scheme  was  not  unlawful,  each  member  of  the  combination  would  have  a 
legal  right  to  compel  his  fellow-members  to  hold  each  and  every  tract  for  the  benefit 
of  all,  and  to  have  an  accounting  of  all  profits  derived  from  mining  operations  on  each 
and  every  tract,  although  the  legal  title  might  be  retained  by  the  individual  membere 
in  severalty.  So  that  the  object  of  the  combination  was  to  acquire  coal  land  in  excess 
of  320  acres  for  an  associationl  although  the  law  fixes  the  maximum  quantity  of  320 
acres." 

In  U.  S.  v.  Trinidad  Coal  Co.,  supra  (p.  167),  the  Supreme  Court  applied  the  follow- 
ing test: 

If  the  facts  admitted  by  the  demurrer  had  been  set  out  in  the  papers  filed  in  the 
land  office,  the  patent  sought  to  be  canceled  could  not  have  been  issued  without 
violating  the  statute." 

Likewise,  if  the  facts  in  reference  to  any  of  the  above-recited  agreements  and  con- 
tracts had  been  set  out  in  their  proof  papers  when  the  locators  came  to  make  entry  of 
their  lands,  patents  could  not  have  issued  prior  to  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  without 
violating  the  law.  If  these  facts  were  set  out  in  proof  papers  now,  could  patents  law- 
fully issue  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  28, 1908? 

Certain  well-settlea  rules  of  statutory  construction  are  applicable  to  the  questions 
thus  presented.  A  legislative  act  is  to  be  interpreted  according  to  the  intention  of  the 
legislation  apparent  on  its  face.  (U.  S.  v.  Fisher,  109  U.  S.,  145.)  "The  intent  of  the 
lawmaker  is  tne  law."  (Jones  v.  Guaranty,  etc.,  Co.,  101  U.  S.,  626.}  "The  meaning 
of  the  legislature  constitutes  the  law."  (Raymond  t*.  Thomas,  91  U.  S.,  715.)  "The 
primary  and  general  rule  of  statutory  construction  is  that  the  intent  of  the  lawmaker 
is  to  be  found  in  the  language  that  he  has  used.  He  is  presumed  to  know  the  meaning 
of  words  and  the  rules  of  grammar."  (U.  S.  v.  Goldenburg,  168  U.  S.,  102.)  "The 
legal  presumption  is  that  the  legislative  body  expressed  its  intention,  that  it  intended 
what  it  expressed,  and  that  it  intended  nothing  more."  (Johnson  v.  Southern  Pacific 
Co.,  117  Fed.  Rep.,  465.)  "Where  a  law  is  expressed  in  plain  and  unambiguous  terms, 
whether  those  terms  are  general  or  limited,  the  legislature  should  be  intended  to  mean 
what  they  have  plainly  expressed,  and  consequently  no  room  is  left  for  construction." 
(Lake  County  v.  Rollins,  130  U.  S.,  670.)  "Indeed,  the  cases  are  so  numerous  in  this 
court  to  the  effect  that  the  province  of  construction  lies  wholly  within  the  domain  of 
ambiguity,  that  an  extended  review  of  them  is  quite  unnecessary."  (Hamilton  v. 
Rathbone,  175  U.  S.,421^ 

Under  these  rules  there  is  little  room  for  the  construction  of  section  1  of  the  act  of 
May  28,  1908.  It  is  therein  "expressed  in  plain  and  unambiguous  terms"  that  all 
persons,  their  heirs  or  assigns,  who  have  in  good  faith  made  locations  of  coal  lands  in 
Alaska,  in  their  own  interest,  prior  to  November  16,  1906,  or  in  accordance  with  the 
circular  issued  by  your  predecessor  May  16,  1907,  may  consolidate  their  claims  or 
locations  by  including  in  a  single  claim,  location,  or  purchase  not  to  exceed  2,560 
acres.  And  in  order  to  promote  such  consolidation  the  statute  permits  the  formation 
of  associations  or  corporations  with  the  requirement  that  at  least  75  per  cent  of  the 
stock  of  such  corporations  must  be  held  by  persons  Qualified  to  enter  coal  lands  in 
Alaska.  The  operation  of  said  act  is  clearly  limited  to  locations  made  prior  to  Novem- 
ber 16,  1906,  the  date  of  the  withdrawal  order  above  mentioned.  It  is  also  clear  that 
its  benefits  can  be  shared  only  by  those  persons  who  made  coal-land  locations  in  good 
faith  and  in  their  own  interest  prior  to  said  date. 

It  is  an  elementary  rule  of  construction  that  such  words  and  phrases  as  "made 
locations,"  "in  good  faith,"  "claims,"  "purchase,"  and  "entry"  are  used  in  their 
technical  sense  if  they  have  acquired  one,  and  in  their  popular  sense  if  they  have  not. 
fEndlich  on  Interpretation  of  Statutes,  par.  2.)  Under  the  coal-land  law  "location," 
''claim,"  "purchase,"  and  "entry"  have  acquired  well-defined  meanings.  (McKib- 
ben  v.  Gable,  34  L.  D.,  178.)  A  location  is  made  by  eoing  upon  coal  land,  opening  and 
developing  one  or  more  coal  mines  thereon,  and  taking  posession  of  the  land.  The 
locator  s  "claim"  is  thus  initiated.  It  may  be  preserved  by  giving  the  notice  re- 
quired by  law.  The  "purchase  "  and  "entry  "  are  made  at  the  time  of  final  proof  and 
payment,  which,  in  Alaska,  may  be  four  years  after  the  location  is  made. 
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The  phrase  "in  good  faith/1  as  it  is  used  in  the  law,  simply  means  honestly;  without 
fraud,  collusion,  or  deceit.  (Doctor  v.  Furch,  91  Wis.,  464,  65  N.  W.,  164.)  "Good 
faith"  means  honest,  lawful  intent.  (Crouch  v.  First  Nat.  Bank,  156  111.,  342.)  Good 
faith  is  the  opposite  of  fraud  and  of  bad  faith.  (McConnell  v.  Street,  17  111.,  254.) 
Therefore,  in  order  to  come  within  the  terms  of  this  statute,  any  given  coal-lana 
location  in  Alaska  must  have  been  made  honestly  and  lawfully  by  the  locator,  prior 
to  November  16,  1906,  in  his  own  interest  alone,  without  fraud,  collusion,  or  deceit, 
or  any  purpose  to  violate  any  provision  of  the  law. 

Recourse  may  be  had  to  the  reports  of  committees  of  either  House  of  the  Congress 
in  order  to  determine  the  purpose  of  the  Congress  in  enacting  the  law  reported  upon. 
<Binns  v.  U.  S.,  194  U.  S.,  495;  Holy  Trinity  Church  v.  U.  §.,  143  U.  S.,  464.)  The 
history  of  the  times,  the  condition  of  the  country,  and  the  circumstances  surrounding 
the  enactment  of  a  law  should  be  considered  in  construing  it.  (Shaw  v.  Kellogg,  170 
U.  S.,  331;  Mobile  &  Ohio  R.  R.  v.  Tennessee,  153  U.  S.,  502;  U.  S.  v.  Denver,  etc., 
R.  Co.,  150  U.  S.,  14.)  The  act  of  May  28,  1908,  originated  as  S.  6805.  In  H.  Kept. 
No.  1728  (60th  Cong.,  1st  sess.)  the  House  Committee  on  the  Public  I^ands,  in  report- 
ing on  this  bill,  went  into  the  history  and  conditions  of  coal-land  locations  in  Alaska. 
Among  other  things  this  report  says: 

"The  object  of  this  bill  is  to  enable  coal  locators  in  the  district  of  Alaska  to  con- 
solidate their  holdings  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  possible  the  development  of  the  coal 
fields  in  that  region. 

******* 

"Furthermore,  many  of  the  men  who  made  the  original  coal  locations  in  Alaska 
were  hardy  prospectors,  who  were  willing  to  undergo  the  hardships  and  difficulties 
surrounding  prospecting  in  that  region,  but  many  of  whom  found  it  difficult  to  raise 
the  funds  for  the  expense  of  survey  required  of  each  160-acre  tract  and  the  cost  of 
the  payment  of  |10  an  acre  on  the  land. 

"In  order  to  meet  these  expenditures  it  would  be  necessary  for  them  to  make  arrange- 
ments to  secure  the  funds  necessary  for  survey  and  payment,  and  there  has  been  some 
question  as  to  whether  under  the  present  construction  of  the  coal-land  law  this  could 
be  done. 

*«*•*** 

"The  legislation  proposed  will  enable  the  pioneers  who  discovered  and  prospected 
these  fields  to  realize  upon  their  claims  and  will  make  possible  a  much-needed  devel- 
opment in  the  Alaska  field." 

In  this  report,  as  well  as  in  the  Senate  report,  No.  655,  on  this  bill,  reference  is  made 
to  the  House  report  on  H.  R.  19421,  on  which  extensive  hearings  were  had.  From 
these  documents  it  is  evident  that  the  Congress  had  full  knowledge  of  the  existence  of 
the  Beveral  "irregular  or  illegal  agreements  or  conditions"  mentioned  in  your  letter, 
then  existing  in  Alaska,  and  that  it  was  the  intent  of  this  legislation  to  permit  such 
locations  to  proceed  to  entry  and  patent  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  prescribed  in 
said  act.  Said  act  being  remedial  and  curative  in  nature,  it  should  be  construed  lib- 
erally, so  as  to  afford  all  tne  relief  which  the  language  of  the  act  indicates  that  the  Con- 
gress intended  to  grant.     (Beley  v.  Naphtaly,  169  U.S.,  360,  and  authorities  cited.) 

In  view  of  the  above  considerations  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  if  the  agreements  or 
arrangements  mentioned  in  your  letter  were  entered  into  by  locators  of  coal  lands  in 
Alaska  after  they  had  made  their  locations  in  good  faith  and  in  their  own  interest  alone, 
such  locations  may,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  lawfully  pass  to 
entry  and  patent  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  said  act.  On  the  other  hand,  I  am 
of  the  opinion  that  if  such  agreements  or  arrangements  were  entered  into  prior  to  such 
locations  being  made,  such  locations  do  not  come  within  the  provisions  of  said  act  and 
can  not  be  lawfully  passed  to  entry  and  patent. 
Very  respectfully, 

Geo.  W.  Wickersham, 

A  ttorney-General. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  now  about  time  to  take  a  recess. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  May  I  call  your  attention  to  this  one  thing? 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  go  on. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  One  of  the  committee  requested  }resterdav  the 
opinion  of  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  case  o^  Octooer  5, 
1908.  That  I  will  later  on  introduce  in  evidence.  It  appears  on 
page  682  and  subsequent  pages. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  admitted. 
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(The  opinion  is  as  follows:) 

(United  States  Circuit  Court,  Western  District  of  Washington,  Western  Division.  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica v.  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  et  al.  Nos.  1280, 1281, 1282, 1283, 1284,  and  1285.  Filed  October  5, 
1906.1 

MEMORANDUM  DECISION  ON   B1LL8  AND  ANSWERS. 

In  these  six  cases  the  Government  sues  to  obtain  decrees  canceling  patents  issued 
for  lands  entered  under  the  coal-land  law,  which  permits  entries  by  individuals  of 
not  exceeding  160  acres  and  by  associations  of  not  exceeding  320  acres  of  public  land 
containing  coal  deposits  and  chiefly  valuable  for  coal  mining.  The  several  bills  of 
complaint  are  similar  in  their  allegations,  and  considered  together  as  one  general  com- 
plaint, they  show  that  separate  entries  were  made  by  individuals  and  associations, 
each  of  a  quantity  of  land  not  exceeding  the  maximum;  that  the  lands  were  paid 
for  and  patents  issued  to  the  persons  in  whose  names  the  entries  were  made,  the  aggre- 
gate quantity  of  land  so  patented  being  about  6,300  acres.  As  ground  for  cancella- 
tion oi  the  patents  it  is  averred  that  the  entries  were  made  in  pursuance  of  a  conspiracy 
between  the  defendants  to  acquire  the  title  to  a  large  tract  or  coal  land  in  violation  of 
law  for  the  UBe  and  benefit  of  the  Oregon  Railroad  and  Navigation  Company,  a  corpor- 
ation, and  that  to  effect  the  object  of  the  conspiracy  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke 
Company  was  incorporated  as  a  subsidiary  corporation  dominated  by  the  Oregon 
Railroad  and  Navigation  Company,  and  that  the  money  expended  in  exploring  the 
lands  for  the  discovery  of  coal  and  all  other  incidental  expenses,  and  for  the  payment 
to  the  Government  of  the  price  for  the  lands,  was  furnished  by  the  Oregon  Railroad 
and  Navigation  Company. 

A  number  of  the  defendants  have  failed  to  answer  or  plead  and  decrees,  pro  con- 
fesso,  have  been  entered  against  them,  and  all  of  the  cases  have  been  submitted  by 
the  United  States  district  attorney  for  decision  upon  the  bills  and  the  several  answers 
filed  by  the  Oregon  Railroad  and  Navigation  Company,  E.  E.  Lytle  and  wife,  and 
McKenzie  and  Goes.  Some  of  the  other  defendants  filed  answers  disclaiming  any 
interest  in  the  property,  and  as  to  them  the  suits  have  been  dismissed.  The  Portland 
Coal  and  Coke  Company  has  not  answered,  and  it  appears  to  have  ceased  to  exist  as  a 
corporation  by  reason  of  its  failure  to  pay  the  license  tee  required  by  the  laws  of  Oregon, 
under  which  it  was  incorporated. 

The  answer  of  the  Oregon  Railroad  and  Navigation  Company  is  defensive  only, 
to  the  extent  of  denying  all  averments  of  the  bills  charging  it  as  a  promoter  of  the 
Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  and  as  a  coconspirator  with  others  to  acquire  the 
land,  and  disclaims  any  right  to  or  interest  in  any  part  thereof,  and  prays  for  a  decree 
in  its  favor  for  costs. 

The  defendants,  Lytle  and  wife,  by  their  answer,  deny  the  ownership  of  the  Gov- 
ernment subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  patents,  "  except  as  this  court  may  hold  that 
by  reason  of  an  unintentional  violation  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  the  title  of 
the  complainant  *  *  *  was  never  di vested. "  This  is  a  negative  pregnant, 
equivalent  to  an  admission  that  the  entries  were  unlawful  and  that  the  patents  did 
not  convey  a  valid  title.  The  answers  of  these  two  defendants  controvert  the  charges 
of  conspiracy  and  fraudulent  design,  contained  in  the  bills  of  complaint,  but  expressly 
admit  that  a  number  of  individuals  and  associations  made  coal-lands  entries  aggre- 
gating about  6,300  acres,  and  that  there  was  an  understanding  between  them  to  the 
effect  that  all  were  to  cooperate  together  in  developing  and  exploiting  the  property 
as  an  entirety  and  contribute  to  the  general  expenses,  and  share  in  whatever  profits 
might  be  realized;  and  aver  that  they  acted  under  legal  advice  and  believed  that 
such  a  combination  was  not  unlawful  and  that  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company 
"was  organized  solely  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  pooling  arrangement  above 
referred  to."  They  further  aver  that  the  land  was  all  paid  for  out  of  money  contri- 
buted bv  the  several  entrymen  and  deposited  in  the  Merchants'  National  Bank  of 
Portland,  Oreg.,  to  the  credit  of  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company;  they  admit 
that  the  defendant,  E.  E.  Lytle,  claims  an  interest  in  the  land  by  virtue  of  deeds 
executed  by  the  several  entrymen  subsequently  to  the  issuance  of  the  patents. 

In  case  No.  1280,  the  defendants,  McKenzie  and  Goes,  by  their  answer,  deny  all 
the  charges  of  conspiracy  and  fraud,  deny  that  there  was  an  agreement  preceding  the 
entry  made  in  their  names  binding  them  to  convey  the  title  or  hold  it  in  trust,  and 
deny  that  the  United  States  has  had  any  right  to  or  interest  in  the  property  sub- 
sequent to  the  issuance  of  the  patent  to  tnem.  They  admit,  however,  that  coal 
land  aggregating  about  6,300  acres  was  entered  as  alleged  in  the  bill  of  complaint, 
and  that  it  was  their  "expectation  *  *  *  that  the  lands  *  *  *  should  be 
developed  and  exploited  at  the  joint  expense  of  the  entrymen  thereof,  and  that  the 
proceeds  of  all  mineral  extracted  or  taken  therefrom  and  sold  should  be  used  for  the 
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payment  of  the  expense  of  development  and  exploitation  and  for  the  payment  of  the 
expense  of  operation,  and  that  when  said  lands  should  have  been  entered  *  *  * 
and  title  therein  vested  in  the  several  entrymen  *  *  *  the  said  lands  *  *  * 
should  be  developed  and  exploited  and  the  mines  thereon  operated  for  the  benefit 
of  all  of  said  entrymen,  share  and  Bhare  alike;"  they  further  aver  that  the  land 
covered  by  the  entry  made  in  their  names  was  paid  for  with  money  furnished  by  the 
defendant,  E.  E.  Lytle,  and  that  the  deed  which  they  executed  was  intended  as 
security  for  the  repayment  of  said  money,  and  that  it  has  all  been  repaid,  except  |200, 
and  that  Lytle  has  now  no  interest  in  said  land  except  as  security  for  said  balance. 
They  also  aver  that  they  acted  under  the  advice  of  counsel,  and  believed,  and  now 
believe,  that  a  combination  of  individuals  for  the  purpose  of  cooperation  in  acquiring 
and  operating  coal-mining  property  at  the  joint  expense  of  all  and  for  the  sharing  or 
profits  equally  is  not  contrary  to  law .  Considered  in  1  ts  entirety,  this  answer  is  a  virtual 
confession  that  they,  the  answering  defendants,  voluntarily  associated  themselves 
with  others  to  acquire  tracts  of  land  in  severalty,  but  to  be  held  for  the  joint  benefit 
of  all  in  equal  shares,  and  the  only  actual  opposition  to  the  granting  of  the  decrees 
demanded  by  the  Government  is  this  contention  of  these  two  defendants  that  the 
pooling  scheme  above  outlined  is  not  contrary  to  the  statute.  Their  solicitors  have 
failed,  however,  to  sustain  this  contention  by  any  argument,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of 
the  court  that  it  can  not  be  sustained.  If  the  scheme  was  not  unlawful,  each  member 
of  the  combination  would  have  a  legal  right  to  compel  his  fellow-members  to  hold  each 
and  every  tract  for  the  benefit  of  all.  and  to  have  an  accounting  of  all  profits  derived 
from  mining  operations  in  each  ana  every  tract,  although  the  legal  title  might  be 
retained  by  the  individual  members  in  severalty.  So  that  the  object  of  the  combina- 
tion was  to  acquire  coal  land  in  excess  of  320  acres  for  an  association,  although  the  law 
fixes  the  maximum  quantity  of  320  acres. 

For  the  reason  above  stated  and  upon  the  authority  of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Trinidad  Coal  &  Coke  Co.  (137  U.  S.,  160), 
decrees  will  be  entered  in  each  of  the  cases  as  prayed  for  in  the  several  bills  of  com- 

Elaint,  except  that  costs  will  not  be  decreed  against  the  Oregon  Railroad  and  Navigation 
ompany  or  either  of  the  other  defendants  who  have  disclaimed  any  interest  in  the 
Sroperty.  Judgments  in  their  favor  for  costs  will  be  denied  for  the  reason  that  the 
overnment  is  not  liable  to  defendants  for  costs. 


Judge. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  take* a  recess  until  2  o'clock. 
(At  12.40  the  committee  took  a  recess  until  2  p.  m.) 

AFTER   RECESS. 

The  committee  reassembled  at  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

TESTIMOITY  OP  LOUIS  R.  GIAVIS. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  you  will  proceed. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  connection  with  the  Attorney-General's  opinion, 
I  desire  to  introduce  also,  on  page  712,  letter  of  First  Assistant  Secre- 
tary Pierce  of  June  16,  1909,  referring  to  that  decision. 

The  Chairman.  That  will  be  admitted,  and  the  memorandum  also. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  and  Mr.  Finney's  memorandum. 

(The  papers  are  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  June  16,  1909. 

The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Sir:  I  inclose  herewith  four  copies  of  an  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General,  dated 
June  12,  1909,  relative  to  the  construction  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908  (35  Stat.,  424). 

You  will  perceive  from  said  opinion  that  coal-land  locations  in  Alaska  made  prior  to 
the  date  of  the  act  in  question  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  any  one  of  the  classes  of  agree- 
ments or  contracts  described  on  page  5  of  the  opinion  can  not  be  consolidated  and 
passed  to  patent  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  28,  supra,  but  that  if  locations 
were  made  in  eood  faith  the  fact  that  any  of  the  agreements,  arrangements,  or  con- 
tracts described  were  made  after  location  will  not  prevent  the  consolidation  of  entry 
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and  patent  of  the  claims  under  the  provisions  of  said  act,  which,  the  Attorney-General 
states,  is  remedial  and  curative  in  its  nature. 

You  will,  accordingly,  clear  list  and  pass  to  patent  any  claims  otherwise  regular,, 
except  for  agreements  or  contracts  after  location  made  in  good  faith.  Where  no 
evidence  to  the  contrary  appears,  the  legal  presumption  of  course  is  that  locations  were 
made  regularly  and  in  good  faith.  As  to  cases  where  you  have  sufficient  evidence,  or 
in  which  such  evidence  may  he  hereafter  filed,  showing  the  existence  of  any  such 
agreement,  arrangement,  or  contract  prior  to  location,  you  will  proceed  in  accordance 
with  the  practice,  rules,  and  regulations  governing  sucn  matters. 
Very  respectfully, 

Frank  Pierce, 
First  Assistant  Secretary^ 

MEMORANDUM. 

In  considering  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  relating  to  coal  deposits  in  Alaska,  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  idea  of  Congress  and  of  this  department  in  favoring  the  legis- 
lation was  to  permit  coal  claimants  to  do  something  they  could  not  lawfully  do  prior 
to  that  time,  viz,  obtain  title  to  such  an  area  of  land  as  would  make  a  workable  coal 
mine,  and  that  they  might  do  so  section  1  of  the  act  gave  specific  permission  for  con- 
solidation of  claims  theretofore  initiated  and  also  authorizes  the  formation  of  corpora- 
tions or  associations  to  make  entry  of  such  consolidated  claims.  There  were  two 
conditions  prescribed:  First,  that  the  location  must  have  been  made  in  good  faith ;« 
second,  that  the  corporation  consolidating  claims  must  have  75  per  cent  of  its  stock 
in  the  hands  of  qualified  coal  entrymen. 

The  fact  that  locators  who  initiated  their  claims  in  good  faith  may  have  subsequently 
thereto  and  prior  to  May  28  entered  into  verbal  or  written  agreements  to  transfer  their 
claims  to  a  company  or  corporation  and  receive  in  return  therefor  stock  in  the  corpora- 
tion, should  not  in  my  opinion  be  the  occasion  of  refusing  to  permit  the  corporation, 
or  any  other  corporation  which  may  acquire  title  to  the  claims  and  who  comes  forward 
under  the  act  of  1908  with  a  showing  that  75  per  cent  of  its  stock  is  at  the  time  of 
application  held  by  qualified  entrymen,  from  completing  such  an  entry  and  obtaining 
patent,  because  though  such  a  contract  or  agreement  was  contrary  to  the  law  ana 
rules  prior  to  1908,  yet  it  is  now  expressly  permitted  by  that  act,  and  to  that  extent, 
in  my  opinion — though  it  is  not  so  expressly  stated — validates  the  agreements  entered 
into  after  location  and  before  May,  1908. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  rational  construction,  for,  if  the  law  now  permits  the 
thing  to  be  done,  why  question  an  exactly  similar  transaction  entered  into  before  the 
passage  of  the  act  and  which  transaction  is  now  sought  to  be  completed  under  the 
more  liberal  law?  The  purpose  of  the  act,  as  stated  in  its  title  and  as  well  known  to 
all  who  participated  in  the  legislation,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  was  to  encourage 
and  permit  the  development  of  Alaskan  coal.  The  law  must  be  liberally  construed, 
and  I  am  not  in  favor  of  going  behind  a  transaction  regular  upon  its  face,  free  from 
objection  or  protest  by  third  parties,  and  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
new  act  as  to  the  actual  holding  of  tne  stock  by  qualified  persons  at  the  time  of  appli- 
cation to  enter. 

The  regulations  under  the  act  deal  with  conditions  at  the  time  of  the  application  to* 
enter  or  consolidate  the  claims.  It  is  at  that  moment  that  applicants  must  show 
their  qualifications.^  In  the  absence  of  a  specific  showing  to  the  contrary,  prior 
transactions  should  be  presumed  to  have  been  regular,  and,  as  above  indicated,  I 
think  the  department  is  justified  in  considering  the  agreements  specified  in  sections  1> 
2,  and  3  of  attached  letter  as  in  effect  validated  by  the  act  of  1908  where  the  assignee, 
association,  or  corporation  comes  forward  with  a  showing  of  qualifications  which  fully 
meets  conditions  prescribed  by  the  act  of  1908  and  the  regulations  of  July  11,  1908. 

With  reference  to  the  fourth  section  of  the  attached  letter,  I  have  to  state  thai 
in  my  opinion  a  verbal  agreement,  such  as  is  described  therein,  would  not  be  a  vio- 
lation oi  the  general  coal-land  laws  nor  of  the  Alaska  coal-land  law  of  April  28,  1904, 
and  certainly  it  could  not  be  in  violation  of  the  act  of  1908,  which  expressly  provides 
for  consolidation. 

In  conclusion,  I  believe  that  the  department  should  not  proceed  against  any  of 
the?e  Alaska  coal  claims  for  which  application  to  consolidate  is  filed  unless  it  has 
evidence  that  the  claim  was  fraudulently  located,  or  a  specific  charge  to  that  effect 
is  filed. 

Finney. 

«  The  following  appears  in  pencil  in  margin:  "In  their  own  interest." 
6  The  following  appears  in  pencil  at  bottom  of  sheet:  No;  the  act  speaks  from  date 
of  its  passage. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  Then,  in  connection  with  the  interviews  that  Mr. 
Glavis  has  testified  to  with  Mr.  Ballinger,  there  are  the  letters  to  and 
from  ex-Governor  Moore,  on  page  515,  dated  May  22, 1909 — the  com- 
missioner to  Mr.  Moore.     The  next  one  is  on  page  515. 

The  Chairman.  They  may  be  admitted. 

WJH    CCH(pen.) 
<3AH    2Ex 

May  22,  1909. 
Hon.  Miles  C.  Moore, 

Walla  Walla,  Washington. 
Sir:  In  reply  to  your  inquiry,  you  are  advised  that  applications  to  consolidate 
individual  pending  coal  entries  in  Alaska,  under  the  act  oi  Congress  approved  May 
11,  1908,  may  be  filed  at  any  time  prior  to  July  11,  1909.  Your  attention  is  called  to 
marked  paragraph  of  the  circular  of  July  11,  1908,  on  page  21  of  the  inclosed  coal 
circular. 

Very  respectfully,  } 

Commissioner, 
Copies  by  FRL. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  then  desire  to  offer  the  record  on  page  71,  being 
the  letter  of  Miles  C.  Moore.  That  probably  ought  to  r>e  read.  It  is 
as  follows: 

The  Nbw  Willard, 
Washington,  D.  C,  May  tt,  1909. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  had  hoped  to  see  you  again  before  leaving  the  city  but  realize  that 
your  time  is  fully  occupied.  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  proved  a  disappointment, 
and  I  am  going  home  with  a  message  that  will  give  scant  comfort  to  my  associates. 
Your  reasons  for  turning  this  matter  over  to  your  assistant  are  appreciated,  but  we 
had  all  felt  that  when  you  were  named  to  the  position  of  Secretary,  with  vour  full 
and  complete  knowledge  and  your  sense  of  justice,  that  our  long-delayed  patents 
would  be  forthcoming. 

Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  read  to  me  yesterday  a  letter  recently  addressed  to  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  instructing  him,  in  effect,  to  construe  the 
law  liberally  and  not  to  all>w  technicalities  to  obstruct  or  delay  where  important 
interests  were  involved  and  where  no  moral  turpitude  or  fraudulent  intent  was  shown. 
It  now  seems  to  me  in  reviewing  the  situation  that  technicalities  have  been  allowed 
to  govern.  The  entries  in  Cunningham's  memorandum  book,  made  prior  to  the 
extension  of  the  coal-land  laws  to  Alaska,  seem  to  be  the  bugaboo,  although  some  stress 
is  put  upon  the  fact  that  there  was  no  understanding  to  unite  these  claims  after  patent. 
As  you  Know  no  agreement  was  entered  into,  and  if  it  had  been  simply  a  matter  of 
mental  reservation,  while  the  result  would  have  been  the  same  we  would  not  have 
been  accused  of  violating  the  law.  Both  Mr.  Pierce  and  Mr.  Dennett  admit  there 
was  neither  fraudulent  intent  nor  moral  turpitude  shown.  Patents  are  still  offered 
under  the  new  law,  but  as  no  money  can  be  raised  on  them  another  vear  is  lost  and 
development  delayed.  This  letter  is  not  intended  for  your  official  dies  but  simply 
to  express  the  feeling  of  disappointment  felt  by  myself  and  many  of  your  former 
friends.  If  it  were  possible  to  nave  a  reconsideration  of  this  matter,  I  am  sure  it  would 
be  much  appreciated  and  involve  no  one  in  a  censurable  way. 
Very  sincerely, 

Miles  C.  Moore. 

Senator  Sutherland.  What  does  he  mean  by  "  no  understanding  ?  " 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  an  agreement  had  been  entered  into. 

Senator  Sutherland.  The  letter  says:  "Some  stress  is  put  upon 
the  fact  that  there  was  no  understanding."    Should  that  not  be  "an?" 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  should  be  "an"  understanding,  undoubtedly — 
"  Both  Mr.  Pierce  and  Mr.  Dennett  admit  there  was  neither  fraudulent 
intent  nor  moral  turpitude  shown.'' 

The  Chairman.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Brandeis,  that  you  put  in  Mr. 
Ballinger's  letter  that  follows  that. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  the  one  that  I  have  already  stated.  I  desire 
that  to  go  in.    It  is  as  follows: 

May  24,  1909. 
Hon.  Miles  C.  Moore, 

Walla  Walla,  Wash. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  May  22, 1909,  expressing  your  disappoint- 
ment at  opinion  of  First  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  with  reference  to  what  are  known 
as  the  Cunningham  coal  entries  in  Alaska,  and  stating  that  it  seems  to  you  that  a  techni- 
cality has  been  allowed  to  govern  rather  than  a  liberal  construction  of  the  law. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  advise  you  that  I  can  not  undertake  to  issue  any  order  or  make 
any  ruling  in  the  matter  as  requested,  because  of  the  embarrassment  which  would 
result  from  the  fact  that  I  was,  while  not  holding  an  official  position,  called  upon  to 
advise  in  the  matter.  The  case  has,  however,  been  carefully  looked  into,  and  I  wish 
to  say  that,  in  view  of  all  the  facts  now  disclosed,  I  would,  if  I  were  ruling  upon  the 
matter,  hold  that  the  principle  announced  in  the  opinion  of  Judge  Hanford,  in  the  case 
of  United  States  v.  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  et  al.,  October  5,  1908,  is 
directly  applicable  to  these  cases,  and  that  if  the  allegations  made  be  proven,  patents 
can  not  issue  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  April  28,  1904. 

As  you  have  been  advised,  the  department  is  disposed  to  pve  the  coal-land  act  of 
May  28,  1908,  as  liberal  a  construction  as  is  consistent,  and,  if  you  and  your  associates 
desire  to  take  advantage  of  that  act,  you  should  proceed  in  accordance  with  same  and 
with  circular  of  instructions  of  July  11, 1908.  In  this  connection,  attention  is  directed 
to  the  paragraph  of  instructions  entitled  "Pending  entries. " 
Very  respectfully, 

R.  A.  Ballinger,  Secretary. 

The  the  further  letter  from  Mr.  Moore  on  May  24,  1909,  on  page  72, 
which  is  as  follows: 

Mat  24,  1909. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  1  have  to-day  addressed  a  letter  to  Senator  Jones  asking  him  to  take  up 
the  matter  of  our  delayed  patentB  with  the  President.  Please  do  not  construe  this  as 
meaning  to  go  over  your  head.  Owing  to  the  fact  that  you  were  at  one  time  counsel 
for  our  people,  you  can  not  consistently  act.  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  does  not 
understand  the  case  very  well,  and  has  been  influenced  by  Glavis,  who,  having  done 
some  disreputable  things  and  become  involved  in  a  controversy  with  Cunningham, 
is  prejudiced  and  wants  vindication.  The  commissioner  naturally  wants  to  keep  the 
record  of  his  office  clear  and  avoid  responsibility.  The  President,  therefore,  is  our 
only  hope,  and  we  are  appealing  to  him  through  Senator  Jones. 

Please  do  what  you  can  consistently  for  us. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Miles  C.  Moore. 

The  Chairman.  The  letters  will  be  admitted. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Glavis,  do  you  know  what  the  ex-governor  refers 
to  when  he  says  you  have  done  some  disreputable  things  and  become 
involved  in  the  controversy  with  Qunningham? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  he  referred  to  the  affidavit  he  made  to  the  effect 
that  I  stole  the  Cunningham  journal. 

Mr.  McCall.  Mr.  Brandeis,  I  see  Mr.  Ballinger' s  reply  to  the  letter 
which  you  have  just  read  on  page  73.  Would  it  not  be  well,  in  se- 
quence, to  have  that  put  in  now? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  the  27th,  apparently.  It  is  on  page 
73.     It  is  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Sir:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  May  24,  addressed  to  me  from  Chicago,  in 
which  you  criticise  the  action  of  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  and  Chief  of  Field  Division 
Glavis,  in  connection  with  the  Cunningham  coal  entries,  I  can  only  reiterate  what  I 
have  heretofore  stated  to  you,  that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  dictate  to  the  officers  to 
whom  these  matters  have  been  assigned,  particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  I  feel 
some  embarrassment  on  the  ground  of  having  heretofore  advised  your  people  before  I 
became  Secretary  of  the  Interior.    I  believe  your  criticisms  are  unwarranted,  but  have 
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myself  taken  this  matter  up  with  the  President  and  the  Attorney-General,  so  that  the 
action  of  this  department  will  probably  be  reviewed  by  the  latter,  in  which  event 
you  will  be  promptly  advised. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

R.  A.  Ballinger,  Secretary. 
Mr.  Miles  0.  Moore, 

Walla  Walla.  Wash. 

• 

Mr.  James.  In  this  conversation  that  you  had  with  Mr.  Ballinger 
and  the  assistant  secretary  relative  to  getting  an  opinion  from  the 
Attorney-General,  what  was  Mr.  Ballinger's  opinion,  or  did  he  express 
any,  of  the  law  of  May  28,  1908,  being  applicable  to  these  Cunning- 
ham patents. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  did  not  express  any  opinion.  He  merely  said  that 
he  had  referred  it  to  the  Attorney-General  for  an  opinion.  He  heard 
both  sides;  that  is,  he  heard  Mr.  Dennett's  version  of  the  law,  and 
heard  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Schwartz  and  myself,  which  differed  materi- 
ally from  Mr.  Dennett's  opinion,  and  agreed  with  Mr.  Schwartz  and 
me  that  the  matter  should  be  submitted  to  the  Attorney-General  for 
an  opinion. 

Mr.  James.  You  all  prepared  this  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  for  his  signature,  to  go  to  the  Attorney- 
General. 

Mr.  James.  Did  he  sign  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  turned  the  matter  over  then — changed  his 
mind  the  next  day,  and  gave  it  to  Mr.  Pierce  for  a  decision. 

Mr.  James.  Did.  he  ever  give  you  any  reason  for  failing  to  sign  this 
letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  And  have  it  go  to  the  Attorney-General  direct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Is  it  usual  in  cases  of  this  magnitude  for  the  assistant 
attorney-general,  or  the  assistant  attorney  in  the  land  department 
to  pass  upon  these  questions? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
procedure  is  in  other  cases. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  not  the  custom  in  all  disputed  land  entries 
to  refer  the  question  to  the  Attorney-General  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment?   Is  that  not  what  he  is  there  for? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  renders  quite  a  number  of  opinions. 

The  Chairman.  And  he  nas  a  law  division  under  him,  in  which 
there  are  law  clerks  and  experts. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  are  working  under  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  it  is  through  him  and  through  that  division 
of  law  clerks  that  the  decisions  are  written  up  in  all  important  land 
cases,  is  it  not — cases  that  come  there  by  appeal? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  land-contest  cases  all  those  cases  are  decided 
finally  by  the  law  clerk  of  the  Interior  Department. 

The  Chairman.  They  are  referred  to  the  Assistant  Attorney- 
General.  So  there  was  nothing  unusual  in  this  case  in  referring  $his 
matter  to  the  Assistant  Attorney-GeneraFs  office  in  his  branch  of  tfhe 
service  in  the  first  instance,  was  there?  Was  it  outside  of  the  ordi- 
nary procedure?  ! 
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Mr.  Glavis.  It  was,  in  view  of  what  Mr.  Ballinger  agreed  to  do  the 
day  before — send  it  to  the  Attorney-General;  he  knew  Mr.  Finney's 
views  were  unfavorable  to  Mr.  Schwartz  and  my  opinion  relative  to 
the  law,  and  Air.  Finney  was  one  .of  those  who  wrote  this  decision  of 
May  19. 

Mr.  James.  And  Mr.  Finney  is  referred  to,  perhaps  by  you,  or  in 
some  letter  here,  as  the  confidential  man  of  Secretary  Ballinger. 
What  is  meant  by  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know;  that  is  really  not  his  title,  I  think. 
I  think  his  title  is  secretary  to  the  Secretary.  I  am  not  sure  as  to  his 
title,  but  he  is  known 

The  Chairman.  I  think,  Mr.  James,  that  you  refer  to  Mr.  Cam 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  private  secretary  to  Secretary  Ballinger. 

Mr.  James.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Finney.  Some  one  hore,  Mr.  Glavis  or 
some  one  else,  referred  to  him  in  that  way. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Finney  is  one  of  the  law  clerks. 

Mr.  James.  I  know;  the  one  who  prepared  this  opinion,  Mr.  Finney 
was,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  assisted  Mr.  Clements. 

Mr.  James.  In  the  preparation  of  this  opinion? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  At  the  time  vou  were  in  conversation  with  Mr.  Ballinger 
relative  to  that,  was  anything  said  at  that  time  about  who  did  pre- 
pare this  opinion,  the  case  being  submitted  to  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  no,  sir;  he  told  us  to  prepare  a  letter  to  the 
Attorney-General  and  he  would  submit  the  whote  matter  to  the 
Attorney-General,  and  we  prepared  the  letter  and  sent  it  over  to  his 
office. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  that  letter  prepared?  Was  it  before  or 
after  Secretary  Pierce's  decision  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  the  letter  upon  which  Secretary  Pierce's 
decision  is  based.  That  was  prepared  the  day  of  the  conference  with 
Secretary  Ballinger  and  rewntten  the  next  day  and  submitted  to  his 
office. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Can  you  fix  that  date? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  May  17,  I  think,  or  the  18th.' 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz  prepared  the  draft  to 
the  Attorney-General  which  was  never  signed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  the  letter  itself  is  addressed  to  the  Attorney- 
General  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Describe  the  interview  which  you  had  with  Secre- 
tary Ballinger  the  day  after  or  two  days  after  you  saw  Attorney- 
General  Wickersham  in  regard  to  this  matter.  Now,  what  happened 
after  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  waited  in  Washington  until  about  June  2  or  3,  and 
we  had  not  got  a  decision  yet  from  the  Attorney-General,  so  I  asked 
to  be  allowed  to  go  up  to  New  York  and  continue  my  investigation  of 
the  Alaska  coal  cases  pending 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Were  there  witnesses  there  that  you  wished  to  see? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  that  was  arranged  and  I  went  up  to  New 
York. 
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Mr.  Brandei3.  Were  you  there  alone  or  did  you  have  any  special 
agent  with  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  Special  Agent  Kennedy  with  me. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  And  then  what  w.as  done? 

Mr,  Glavis.  I  was  up  there  and  we  got  some  evidence  in  the  Alaska 
coal  cases  there,  and  1  got  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Schwartz  telling  me 
that  I  could  gjo  out  to  the  coast  and  that  they  would  send  me  the 
opinion  when  it  was  rendered. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  That  is  on  page  516.  That  letter  had  better  go  in, 
as  well  as  the  telegram. 

The  Chairman.  They  will  be  admitted. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Mr.  Schwartz  to  Glavis,  June  5,  1909  (reads): 

P-HIIS.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Duplicate.  'Washington,  D.  C,  June  5, 1909, 

L.  R.  Glavis, 

Imperial  Hotel,  New  York  CUy,  New  York: 
You  may  proceed  to  Seattle.    I  leave  Washington  by  southern  route,  arriving 
Seattle  about  twentieth.    Attorney-General's  opinion  will  be  mailed  you  at  Seattle 
as  8oon  as  delivered. 

GFW.  Schwartz,  Chief. 

W.  U. 
Official  business.    Government  rate. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  left  Kennedy  in  New  York  and  he  went  up  to  the 
New  England  States  and  made  investigations  there  and  I  went  back 
to  Seattle  and  started  the  investigation  there  again  and  we  continued 
working  on  the  cases. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Who  was  working  with  you  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  Special  Agent  Bowman  working  and  Kennedy 
was  working,  and  I  think  Special  Agent  Stoner  was  doing  some  work. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  that  agent  from  Duluth — I  have 
forgotten  his  name,  but  that  Duluth  man — did  you  have  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  mean  Mr.  Colter? 

The  Chairman,  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  was  chief  of  the  Field  Division.  He  had 
nothing  to  do  with  my  Alaska  coal  investigation;  that  is,  he  was 
never  detailed  to  assist  me  in  that  work. 

The  Chairman.  Was  he  not  sent  on  there  to  do  some  investigating? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  Before  I  had  charge  of  the  coal  cases  he  did 
a  little  work  in  Chicago  and  made  a  report  on  that.     That  was  in  1907. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Schwartz  out  in  Seattle? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  met  him  along  about  June  20.  I  do  not  know  just 
what  date  it  was. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  anything  taken  up  in  connection  with  the 
coal  cases  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  we  discussed  the  coal  cases.  I  told  him 
what  we  were  doing  and  what  we  still  had  to  do. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  the  question  of  the  field  examination  taken  up? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir;  he  wanted  me  to  complete  my  reports  and 
submit  them  by  July  1.  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  think  I  could,  but 
that  I  would  see  what  I  could  do,  and  he  sent  Special  Agent  Jones  up 
to  help  me,  and  also  Special  Agent  Spaulding.  They  came  up  to 
Seattle. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  From  Portland? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Jones  was  to  remain  there  ten  days  and 
assist  me  in  the  investigation  and  in  making  my  report. 

The  Chairman.  How  many  men  did  you  have,  then,  after  Jones 
came  to  aid  you  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Who  were  working  on  the  Alaska  cases? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir;  how  many  men  had  you  altogether  on 
that  work  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  five  or  six. 

The  Chairman.  Outside  of  yourself? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  So  you  were  seven  in  all? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Devoted  to  that  work  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Who  were  working  on  the  cases;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  here  is  this  telegram  on  page  516, 
immediately  following  the  one  that  you  introduced. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  guess  we  had  better  introduce  that. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  that  to  go  in  right  after  the  other.  I  think 
that  would  be  the  proper  place. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  reter  to  the  telegram  of  Schwartz  of  June  29? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Very  well. 

(The  telegram  will  be  found  in  the  record  at  the  place  indicated  by 
the  chairman.) 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Just  before  putting  that  in  I  was  going  to  ask  Mr. 
Glavis  if  he  had  finished  with  his  statement  as  to  conferences  with 
Mr.  Schwartz.  Mr.  Glavis,  is  there  anything  else  that  you  desire  to 
state  as  to  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  Schwartz  told  me — that  if  the  complete  reports 
were  not  made  that  there  would  be  somebody  criticised  oy  it;  and  I 
told  him  that  I  would  do  what  I  could  and  would  go  over  the  evidence, 
and  if  I  could  make  complete  reports  without  waiting  for  the  field 
examination,  or  if  the  investigation  of  the  cases  were  completed,  I 
would  do  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Your  interview  was  entirely  friendly  with  Mr. 
Schwartz,  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Had  there  been  up  to  that  time  any  resentment  or 
any  estrangement  of  any  kind  between  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  we  have  always  been  very  good  friends. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  had  been  no  difference  up  to  that  time  other 
than  there  had  been  earlier  in  the  year,  or  the  year  before? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Secretary  Ballinger — 
I  mean  before  June  29 — because  I  want  to  put  in  that  telegram. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  the  last  one  I  had  with  Secretary  Ballinger 
was  right  after  I  had  gone  to  the  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Schwartz  about 
Secretary  Ballinger  on  that  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  told  Mr.  Schwartz  about  what  I  had  done 
when  he  was  in  Seattle  in  June. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  do  you  refer  to  when  you  say  what  you 
had  done? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  About  having  gone  to  the  Attorney-General,  and  how 
I  had  brought  that  about. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  told  him  about  Mr.  Hoyt's  connection  with 
it — that  is,  Attorney-General  Hoyt? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Schwartz  was  not  in  Washington  at  that  timet 
I  believe  you  stated  that  he  had  left. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  went  away  and  then  he  came  back.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  was  there  the  day  I  went  to  see  the  Attorney- 
General  or  not.    I  am  not  clear  about  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  did  Mr.  Schwartz  say  when  you  told  him 
about  seeking  the  advice  of  Attorney-General  Hoyt,  and  his  seeing 
Attorney-General  Wickersham? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  Mr.  Schwartz  that  I  thought  that  Mr.  Ballinger 
might  feel  unfriendly  toward  me  for  the  action  I  had  taken,  but  we 
both  felt  that  when  he  had  realized  what  the  Pierce  decision  was  and 
what  it  would  mean  that  he  would  feel  more  friendly  toward  me  than 
he  had  ever  been  before,  and  he  also  suggested  that  when  he  returned 
to  Washington  that  if  he  found  Mr.  Ballinger  very  unfriendly  toward 
me  that  he  would  go  to  Collier's  or  some  other  magazine  and  give  out 
a  story  telling  how  our  investigations  had  progressed  and  what  we 
were  accomplishing  in  such  a  way  as  to  give  Mr.  Ballinger  the  credit 
for  the  investigation,  so  that  he  could  not  help  but  feel  friendly,  com- 
paring in  his  own  mind  what  the  effect  would  have  been  had  that 
rierce  decision  been  allowed  to  stand. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  what  Mr.  Schwartz  said  to  you  that  he 
would  do  if  possible? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  do  you  put  in  that  telegram  now? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.  It  is  on  page  516,  and  is  dated  June  29, 
1909.     It  is  as  follows: 

[Telegram.] 

June  29,  1909. 
Special  Agent  Glavis,  Seattle,   Wash.: 

Cunningham  group  elect  to  stand  on  old  law.  Immediate  hearing  will  follow.  Be 
prepared  with  your  evidence. 

ScH  W^  A  RTZ 

CWN    WU.  ChicJ,  Field  Service. 

The  Chairman.  That  meant,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  they  would  stand  on 
the  law  of  1904,  and  not  on  the  law  of  1908,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  first  definite  decision  that  they 
had  reached.  They  had  informally  advised  the  office  that  they  were 
not  going  to  come  under  the  new  law  before,  but  they  had  never 
officially  advised  them  that  they  would. 

^  The  Chairman.  I  think  there  is  some  data  in  the  record  here — 
I  do  not  know  whether  you  can  put  your  hand  on  it,  Mr.  Brandeis — 
to  the  effect  that  Cunningham,  or  some  of  those  parties,  stated  that 
the  reason  they  could  not  operate  under  the  law  of  1908  was  on 
account  of  the  antitrust  provision  in  the  third  section;  they  were 
unable  to  raise  any  money  to  carry  on  any  operations. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  that  appears  in  one  of  ex-Governor  Moore's 
letters  that  has  been  referred  to. 

The  Chairman.  I  know  it  appears  somewhere  in  the  record,  so  I 
call  your  attention  to  it  so  that  you  will  see  that  it  was  on  that  account 
and  not  because  of  this  decision  of  the  Attorney-General  that  they 
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did  not  care  about  operating — that  is,  at,  all  events,  Governor 
Moore 

Mr.  Brandeis.  At  the  time  they  had  decided  this,  that  they  would 
stand  under  the  old  law,  the  Attorney-General  had  not  yet  rendered 
his  decision  on  the  new  law. 

Mr.  Cotton.  Yes  he  had. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  beg  your  pardon.  It  was  after  he  had  rendered 
his  decision.  The  decision  was  rendered  on  June  12,  and  they 
announced  their  determination  to  stand  under  the  old  law  on  June  29. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  Governor  Moore  stated  in  his  letter  before 
that  time 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  did  not  state  what  he  would  do;  he  merely 
stated  the  possibility  that  the  first  decision  that  Mr.  Pierce  gave  him 
was  not  a  very  good  alternative  for  reasons  stated,  and  was  not  satis- 
fied with  that  solution. 

Now,  here  is  the  telegram  of  Glavis,  on  page  506,  dated  Seattle,  June 
29,  1909,  to  H.  H.  Schwartz,  chief  field  division,  Interior  Department. 
There  is  a  code  word  here;  what  does  that  mean,  Mr  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  means  mail  mentioned  in  your  wire. 

Mr.  Brandeis  (reading) : 

Mail  mentioned  in  your  wire  29th .  Is  it  necessary  to  submit  report  on  Cunningham 
group. 

L.  R.  Glavis. 

And  on  June  30,  at  page  516,  telegram  of  June  30,  1909,  is  as 
follows: 

L.  R.  Glavis,  Seattle,  Wash.: 

Yes;  submit  Cunningham  report.  Notice  of  charges  will  be  prepared  here.  You 
■nay  suggest  form  in  your  report  if  you  desire. 

Schwartz,  Chief  Field  Service. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to 

?age  181  of  the  record  in  reference  to  the  matter  that  I  spoke  about, 
he  statement  from  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  is  as  follows: 

The  next  day  (20th  of  May,  I  think)  Governor  Moore  came  into  my  office  with 
Mr.  Finney  and  said  that  Mr.  Finney  had  called  his  attention  to  the  opinion  of  the 
department  of  May  19,  1909,  on  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  and  that  he  would  like  to 
talk  over  the  matter  with  me.  Governor  Moore  said  that  he  and  his  associates  were 
more  or  less  familiar  with  the  act  and  the  history  of  its  passage  and  the  reasons  there- 
for, but  that  it  was  an  unsatisfactory  act  because  it  denounced  a  forfeiture  of  title 
for  illegal  combination;  that  capital  would  not  invest  money  on  the  security  of 
patents  taken  under  this  act,  because  it  was  so  easy  to  make  charges  and  it  took  so 
long  to  disprove  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes ;  that  was  the  expression  just  as  it  was  in  his 
letter;  he  expressed  dissatisfaction  with  it,  but  he  did  not  formally 
determine  the  matter  from  the  letter  that  was  put  in  evidence  of  the 
commissioner  to  him  of  May  22,  1909,  which  was  the  date  before 
which  he  must  make  his  election.  That  is  the  letter  that  has  been 
put  in  evidence  already  of  May  22,  which  gave  him  the  date  of  doin<* 
it  up  to  July  11,  1909,  and  apparently  they  did  elect  on  the  29th  of 
June.     It  is  May  22,  1909,  and  is  in  the  record  at  page  515. 

(The  paper  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

May  22,  1909. 
Hon.  Miles  G.  Moore, 

Walla  Walla,  Wash. 
Sir:  In  reply  to  your  inquiry  you  are  advised  that  applications  to  consolidate 
individual  pending  coal  entries  in  Alaska,  under  the  act  of  Congress  approved  May 
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11,  1908,  may  be  filed  at  any  time  prior  to  July  11,  IflOf.  Your  attention  is  called 
to  marked  paragraph  of  the  circular  of  July  11,  1908,  on  page  21  of  the  inclosed 
circular. 

Very  respectfully,  , 

Commissioner. 

The  Chaibman.  I  want  to  add  further.  I  did  not  finish  what  I  was 
going  to  say. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  beg  your  pardon,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Governor  Moore  further  emphatically  said  that 
they  had  already  paid  for  their  entries,  located  them,  and,  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  would  advise  them  to  do  nothing  at  all.  The  origi- 
nal entries  were  made  under  the  act  of  1904? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  That  has  been  already  offered. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  a  letter  that  was  read  at  the  same  time  I 
read  the  letter  giving  July  11  as  the  last  date  for  election. 

The  Chairman.  That  letter  has  already  been  offered  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  they  went  together;  the  two  letters. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  say  that  they  did  elect  to  come  in 
under  the  act  of  1909? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No,  sir;  they  elected  not  to.  They  made  their 
election  according  to  the  telegram  on  June  29. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Where  is  that  telegram? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  appears  on  page  516.  Tt  is  the  telegram  of  June 
29 — the  middle  of  page  516 — and  is  as  follows: 

Cunningham  group  elect  to  stand  on  old  law.  Immediate  hearing  will  follow.  Be 
prepared  with  your  evidence. 

Schwartz. 

Then  I  introduce,  also,  on  page  517,  the  following  telegram  of 
Glavis  to  Schwartz,  as  follows: 

Seattle,  Wash.,  June  £9, 1909. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

General  Land  Office,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Referring  to  your  telegram  29th,  respectfully  recommend  that  Agent  Jones  be 
directed  to  remain  here  on  coal  cases;  his  evidence  and  knowledge  Cunningham 
group  very  important  codeg. 

Glavis,  Chief. 

Mr.  Glavis,  what  does  that  word  " codeg"  mean? 
Mr.  Glavis.  It  means  "answer  by  wire,"  I  think. 
Mr.  Brandeis.  Then,  on  the  same  page,  517,  I  offer  the  telegram 
of  Schwartz  to  Glavis,  as  follows: 

Department  of  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  G\,  June  SO,  1909. 
Special  Agent  Glavts, 

Post-Office  Buildmg,  Seattle,  Wash.: 
Send  Jones  to  Portland  this  week  in  accordance  with  our  understanding.    When 
Cunningham  or  other  group  is  set  for  trial  you  may  subpoena  him.    Please  discon- 
tinue efforts  to  secure  agents  and  employees  from  Portland. 

Schwartz. 

What  is  the  understanding  that  he  referred  to? 

The  Chaibman.  I  think  the  understanding  must  be  the  fact,  as 
stated  a  while  ago,  that  he  was  to  have  him  for  ten  days.  That  is 
the  understanding,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  understanding. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  I  offer  the  telegram  of  Glavis  to  the  com- 
missioner,  appearing  on  page  519,  as  follows: 

Seattle,  Wash.,  June  SO,  1907. 

To  COMMISSIONER  GENERAL  LAND  OFFICE, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Valuable  evidence  Alaska  coal  cases  still  being  secured.    New  phases  develop  as 
investigation  progresses.    Can  not  consistently  make  final  reports  while  further  evi- 
dence is  available.    Cunningham  group  included.    Time  should  be  extended  at  least 
sixty  days  longer. 

Glavis,  Chief. 

Before  that  I  should  have  read  the  telegram  appearing  on  page  518, 
from  Glavis  to  the  commissioner,  as  follows: 

Seattle,  June  29, 1909. 
To  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Referring  to  Acting  Secretary's  telegram  of  29th,  will  forward  Cunningham  report 
to-morrow  containing  unfavorable  recommendation. 

Glavis,  Chief. 

The  Chairman.  Those  telegrams  are  admitted.  Now,  let  me  ask 
you  with  respect  to  this  telegram  at  the  top  of  page  519,  which  you 
have  read.  Is  that  the  same  as  the  cipher  telegram  below  on  the 
same  page? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  a  translation  of  it,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  offer  that  telegram,  do  you? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  do. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  admitted. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  what  were  the  "new  phases"  developed  as 
investigation  progressed;  what  did  that  have  reference  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Every  affidavit  we.  would  take  we  would  get  some 
new  evidence — a  statement  which  would  suggest  another  one;  a 
line  of  investigation  that  would  probably  give  us  more  valuable 
evidence. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  now  offer  the  following  telegram,  appearing  on 
page  519: 
P-HHS  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  1, 1909. 
Special  Agent  Glavir,  Seattle,  Wash.: 

Reports  must  be  submitted  at  once  as  per  instructions  and  agreement.  You  may, 
of  course,  continue  investigations.  Reports  are  wanted  now.  Will  send  man  to 
Seattle  to  take  charge  of  investigations  and  conduct  cases  in  near  future.  Meantime 
continue  your  investigations. 

Schwartz, 
Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 

What  is  the  agreement  that  he  has  reference  to  in  that  telegram! 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  a  conversation  in  Seattle  in  June,  when  he 
was  out  there. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  said  you  would  try  to  get  ready  by 
the  1st  of  July? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  I  now  introduce  the  letter  of  H.  H.  Schwartz, 
chief  of  field  service,  to  Mr.  M.  D.  McEniry,  appearing  on  page  519, 
as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  1, 1909. 
Mr.  M.  D.  McEniry, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Denver,  Colo. 
Sir:  From  present  indications  there  will  be  several  hearings  of  more  or  less  impor- 
tance involving  coal  entries  in  Alaska. 

I  am  at  this  time  looking  for  a  competent  attorney  to  sit  in  the  cases  and  aid  Chief 
of  Field  Division  G  la  vis.  Mr.  G  la  vis  is  an  especially  competent  man,  and  the  propo- 
sition of  assigning  assistant  counsel  to  him  in  those  cases  is  at  his  request. 

Please  consider  whether  Mr.  Sheridan  will  be  available  for  such  service  within  the 
next  sixty  days;  and  if  so,  deliver  to  him  the  attached  copy  of  an  opinion  by  the 
Attorney-General  and  have  him  generally  prepare  himself  to  conduct  hearings  when 
the  charge  is  that  entries  were  made  either  as  "dummies"  or  under  a  previous  agree- 
ment for  an  unlawful  association. 

Respectfully,  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  of  Field  Service. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  admitted.  That  was  the  Mr.  Sheridan 
who  was  afterwards  put  in  charge  whom  you  were  working  under? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  is  the  request  that  Mr.  Schwartz  refers  to  in 
that  letter  of  your  having  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  Mr.  Schwartz  was  in  Seattle  in  June,  I  discussed 
with  him  as  to  when  we  would  try  these  cases  next  fall — and  I  say 
next  fall  because  then  we  had  in  mind  trying  them  in  the  fall;  we  did 
not  expect  to  get  an  immediate  hearing  with  them — that  I  would 
like  to  have  Jones  to  help  me. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  Mr.  Jones  a  lawyer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  this  H.  T.  Jones,  the  special  agent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  he  said  he  would  see  what  he  could  do. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  the  man  who  succeeded  Love,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  had  been  in  the  service  since  1903— pretty 
nearly  seven  years  now — and  he  had  tried  a  good  many  cases  in  a 
great  many  hearings  with  success  and  I  wanted  to  get  him.  He  was 
not  available,  Mr.  Schwartz  said,  at  the  time,  except  that  he  would 
let  me  have  him  for  ten  days,  but  said  that  if  he  could  he  would  let 
me  have  him  next  fall  when  they  started  to  try  those  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  there  any  talk  of  your  getting  Mr.  Sheridan? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  his  name  was  not  mentioned.  We  did  not 
talk  at  all  about  having  any  hearings  in  the  summer  time  in  the  coal 
cases;  we  did  not  anticipate  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Sheridan? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Do  you  know  of  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  I  ever  heard  of  him.  I  do  not 
know  many  of  the  new  men  in  the  service — that  is,  unless  they  would 
work  under  me,  and  I  had  not  seen  him. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  have  stated  heretofore  that  when  Sheridan 
came  he  and  you  concurred  in  your  opinion  about  this  case — that  is, 
he  agreed  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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The  Chairman.  So  that  he  did  not  take  an  unfriendly  view  of  the 
case  or  a  different  view  from  what  you  did  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  thought  he  acted  very  properly  in  them;  in 
fact,  I  was  surprised  that  he  took  the  view  that  he  did. 

The  Chairman.  Then  it  could  not  be  said  that  the  Land  Depart- 
ment or  the  Interior  Department  sent  an  unfriendly  man  there  to 
supersede  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  consider  him  unfriendly. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  mean  unfriendly  to  you,  but  unfriendly 
to  the  cause. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  In  v~iewof  his  recommendation  in  that  case 
I  thought,  since  he  had  concurred  in  my  view,  I  thought  my  views 
were  right  and  I  thought  his  were  right. 

Mr.  James.  When  you  met  Mr.  Schwartz  at  Seattle,  did  he  make 
any  statement  to  you  about  reflecting  upon  the  commissioner  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  writing  letters  there  stating  that  infor- 
mation had  been  conveyed  to  these  land  claimants  from  the  Land 
Office  and  what  steps  had  been  taken  by  the  special  field  agents  in 
the  Alaska  coal  matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  knew  I  did  not  mean  him,  because  I  had 
the  utmost  confidence  in  Mr.  Schwartz. 

Mr.  James.  I  see  in  this  report,  on  page  233,  that  he  uses  this  lan- 
guage, speaking  of  you,  that  you — 

submitted  73  reports,  covering  all  the  coal  claims  in  Alaska,  between  the  dates  of 
March  20  and  the  middle  of  April,  1909,  in  each  of  which  he  repeated  the  statements 
contained  in  the  last  half  of  page  16  and  the  first  half  of  page  17  and  the  two  paragraphs 
in  the  center  of  page  20  of  nis  statement  to  you.  These  I  consider  an  unwarranted 
reflection  upon  the  Secretary,  commissioner,  and  the  office  generally.  So  far  as  I 
am  aware,  no  one  except  government  officials  entitled  thereto  has  ever  had  access  to 
or  knowledge  of  any  of  the  Alaska  coal  files. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  intend  that  as  a  reflection  upon  Mr.  Schwartz. 

Mr.  James.  I  understand;  but  the  question  I  was  asking  you  was, 
He  did  not  mention  this  to  you  at  Seattle? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Now,  at  the  time  he  made  this  report  was  this  Cun- 
ningham letter  on  page  64  in  his  office,  where  this  language  appears? 

The  commissioner  has  furnished  us  with  copies  of  all  of  the  correspondence  and  tele- 
grams relating  to  our  entries  between  the  various  special  agents  and  also  with  your 
office.  Up  to  date  everything  seems  to  be  approved  by  each  special  and  department 
chief.  So  now  our  only  delay  will  be  occasioned  through  failure  to  receive  plats, 
according  to  Judge  Balunger's  advice. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  he  did  not  know  anything  about  this. 

Mr.  James.  He  did  not  have  this  letter  nere — the  Cunningham 
letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  sent  a  special  agent  up  to  the  Juneau  land 
office — Special  Agent  Bowman,  who  went  up  tnere  in  August — and 
among  the  letters  that  he  brought  down  from  Alaska  was  this  one. 
This  was  on  file  in  the  Juneau  office. 

Mr.  James.  So  when  Mr.  Schwartz  made  this  report  to  the  Presi- 
dent, saying  he  considered  your  statement  an  unwarranted  reflection 
upon  those  officials,  he  did  not  have  this  letter  here  of  Clarence 
Cunningham  to  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  United  States  land 
office  at  Juneau,  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  do  not  know  as  to  that;  I  thought  you  meant 
during  June,  1909,  when  I  was  talking  to  him.  I  do  not  think  he 
did.    I  sent  this  letter  to  the  President  on  September  3. 
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The  Chaibman.  You  got  it  from  the  Juneau  office  yourself,  did  you 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  sent  it  to  the  President  on  September  3. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  remember  whether  you  had  it  Wore  this 
statement  of  Mr.  Schwartz,  can  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  mean  our  conversation  in  June? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  get  it  as  I  stated.  I  would  like  to  explain 
this  if  I  can. 

Mr.  James.  Just  what  I  bring  your  attention  to  is  whether  or  not 
Mr.  Schwartz  had  access  to  this  letter  from  Clarence  Cunningham  at 
the  time  he  made  this  report  to  the  President? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would- have  to 

Mr.  Cotton.  That  is  not  to  the  President;  it  is  a  letter  to  the 
Secretary. 

Mr.  James.  Well,  whoever  it  is  made  to.  It  commences  on  page 
214;  it  is  dated  September  1,  1909 — that  is  the  date  on  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  he  did  not  have  knowledge  of  that  visit  then, 
because  I  did  not  get  this  letter  until  I  returned  from  my  letter  to 
Beverly,  Mass.,  last  summer,  and  I  transmitted  to  the  President  on 
September  3,  1909. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Where  were  you  when  you  transmitted  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  At  Seattle,  Wash.;  so  he  could  not  have  known. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  could  not  have  reached  him  before  the  8th. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  did  not  know  about  this  letter  then. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  quite  a  number  of  letters 
that  I  want  to  introduce,  but  on  page  .519 

The  Chairman.  On  page  519  everything  has  been  introduced  except 
the  last  one. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  but  there  are  quite  a  number  of  letters 
during  June  and  July  and  the  early  part  of  August  that  I  want  to 
introduce,  but  very  few  that  I  have  read.  Would  you  prefer  that  I 
give  the  list  to  the  stenographer? 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  you  can  give  him  a  list. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  1  will  only  mention  those  that  I  am  going  to 
read? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  first  that  I  will  read  is  on  page  525.  It  is 
dated  July  8,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  at  the  bottom  of  the  page. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.  Tnis  is  the  report  that  he  was  called 
upon  to  make. 

(It  is  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Seattle,  Washington,  July  8th,  1909. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  your  telegram  of  March  10th,  calling  for  report  as  to  status 
of  investigation  of  Alaska  coal  entries,  I  submitted  a  report  under  date  of  March  23rd. 
1909,  in  reference  to  the  coal  entries  made  by  Clarence  Cunningham  as  agent,  ana 
known  as  the  "Cunningham  group,"  which  I  ask  to  be  considered  with  reports  and 
evidence  heretofore  submitted. 

The  affidavit  and  evidence  submitted  in  these  several  reports  show  that  the  coal 
declaratory  statements  in  said  group  were  filed  subject  to  agreement  that  upon  title 
being  perfected  to  the  individual  claims  of  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  each,  the 

Digitized  by  VjOO 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.      251 

entrymen  were  to  deed  such  claim  to  a  company  to  be  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
developing  and  marketing  the  coal,  and  receive  stock  in  said  company  in  payment, 
Cunningham,  the  agent  in  the  case,  to  receive  one-eighth  of  the  stock  issued  to  each 
en  try  men. 

Upon  the  submission  of  this  report,  in  compliance  with  telegram  heretofore  men- 
tioned, I  was  advised  by  telegram,  dated  April  20th,  that  Alaska  coal  investigation 
must  be  completed  within  sixty  days,  and  under  same  date  I  advised  you  that  this 
would  be  impossible,  owing  to  the  fact  that  snow  covered  the  claims. 

Special  Agents  Stoner  and  Andrew  Kennedy  will  proceed  to  Alaska  on  July  ICth, 
in  order  to  make  the  necessary  field  examinations.  They  will  also  endeavor  to  pro- 
cure additional  evidence  from  persons  residing  in  the  vicinity  of  the  claims.  The 
necessity  for  such  field  examinations,  showing  that  the  claims  have  been  worked 
with  a  view  to  the  consolidation  thereof,  and  of  the  mining  and  marketing  of  the  coal 
for  the  benefit  of  the  claimants  with  the  intention  to  form  a  company,  is  perfectly 
apparent  to  you,  since  your  office  verbally  instructed  me  in  the  past  that  such  evi- 
dence would  be  very  material,  and  would  strengthen  the  Government's  cases. 

Since  the  submission  of  my  report  of  March  23rd  there  has  been  no  evidence  secured 
in  this  group  of  entries,  for  the  reason  that  the  time  allowed  within  which  to  make 
these  investigations  has  been  too  short  to  complete  the  same,  for  the , reason  that  there 
arc  one  thousand  claimants  involved  in  this  investigation,  residing  in  all  sections  of 
the  United  States,  parts  of  Canada,  and  Alaska. 

In  your  telegram  of  June  30th  you  state  that  you  will  prepare  notices  of  charges, 
but  tnat  I  may  submit  a  form  for  your  consideration,  and  I  therefore  respectfully 
recommend  that  the  following  charges  be  contained  in  the  notices: 

First.  That  the  coal  declaratory  statement  was  not  made  in  good  faith. 

Second.  That  the  said  coal  declaratory  statement  and  entry  was  not  made  for  the 
uole  use  and  benefit  of  the  entryman. 

Third.  That  an  understanding  existed  whereby  persons  other  than  the  original 
claimants  were  to  receive,  directly  or  indirectly,  an  interest  or  benefit  in  the  said  land. 

Fourth.  That  prior  to  filing  the  said  coal  declaratory  statement  the  said  entryman 
unlawfully  conspired  with  his  duly  appointed  agent,  Clarence  Cunningham,  and  with 
other  persons,  to  defraud  the  United  States,  under  the  coal  land  laws  and  regulations 
relating  to  the  district  of  Alaska,  of  its  title  to  the  lands  embraced  in  said  entry  and 
of  other  lands  adjacent  thereto. 

I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  above  notice  of  charges  be  served  on  each 
entryman  involved  in  said  group,  as  well  as  others  interested,  in  accordance  with  the 
circular  of  November  25th,  .1907.  I  wish  to  most  urgently  impress  upon  you  the 
necessity  of  awaiting  the  completion  of  the  investigations  of  this  group  before  any 
proceedings  are  instituted  witn  a  view  to  the  cancellation  of  the  entry,  since  facts 
may  develop  which  would  enable  us  to  make  other  charges.  In  addition  to  the 
evidence  which  will  be  secured  by  Agents  Stoner  and  Kennedy  in  Alaska,  I  am  very 
anxious  that  the  claimants  who  have  assigned  their  claims  be  interviewed  in  order  to 
enow  the  understanding  which  they  had.  I  am  also  reliably  informed  that  Clarence 
Cunningham  had  endeavored  to  interest  others  in  these  coal  fields,  and  their  evidence 
would  show  the  representation  made  to  them  by  Cunningham  as  being  the  same  as 
that  existing  with  the  present  entrymen. 

While  in  Washington  I  was  shown  several  letters  written  to  the  department  by 
Miles  C.  Moore,  and  I  respectfully  recommend  that  I  be  furnished  with  certified 
copies  of  all  such  letters,  as  well  as  any  other  correspondence  which  may  be  on  file 
in  your  office  or  in  that  of  the  department  relative  to  this  group  of  entries. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  L.  R.  Glavis. 

Chief  of  Field  Division. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  I  understood  you,  in  your  testi- 
mony horotoforo,  that  you  had  already,  prior  to  this  time,  secured 
affidavits  from  all  these  entrymen  in  the  Cunningham  group.  Had 
you  or  had  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  practically  secured  all  of  them. 

The  Chairman.  Before  you  sont  in  this  roport  you  had  practically 
secured  affidavits  from  every  ono  of  the  ontrymon  in  that  group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  stated  heretofore  that  as  the  two  or  three 
people 

The  Chairman.  Then  as  to  all  these 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  had  not  finished. 
• 
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Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Chairman,  he  says  that  he  has  more  that  he 
wishes  to  state  in  answer  to  your  other  question. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  go  on. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  saying  that  there  were  two  or  three  people  that 
I  still  wanted  to  take  affidavits  from. 

The  Chairman.  But  they  were  not  claimants. 

Mr.  Glavis.  One  or  two  had  assignod  their  claims  to  others  who 
are  now  holding  them  undor  the  Cunningham  claims. 

The  Chairman.  The  assignee? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  had  taken  the  affidavits  long  before  this 
of  all  the  original  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Practically  all  of  them. 

The  Chairman.  All  that  was  needed  practically  then  to  perfect 
this  case,  according  to  your  view  of  the  case,  was  this  field  examina- 
tion, was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  field  examination  and  the  other  evidence 
which  I  thought  we  might  be  able  to  get,  as  stated  in  this  report  that 
has  just  been  read. 

The  Chairman.  What  other  evidence  had  you  in  view  at  that  time 
outside  of  the  field  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  stated  here  in  this  report 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  in  respect  to  these  Cunningham  claims. 

Mr.  Glavis.  This  whole  report  which  has  just  been  read  was  in 
reference  to  a  Cunningham  case. 

The  Chairman.  I  so  understood. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  said,  "in  addition  to  the  evidence" — this  evidence 
on  the  Cunningham — I  state  here  in  the  next  to  the  last  paragraph 
of  that  report,  on  page  526 — 

I  am  also  reliably  informed  that  Clarence  Cunningham  had  endeavored  to  interest 
others  in  these  coal  fields,  and  their  evidence  would  show  that  the  representation 
made  to  them  by  Cunningham  as  being  the  same  as  that  existing  with  the  present 
entrymen. 

I  thought  maybe  that  Cunningham  might  have  also  made  state- 
ments to  those  people  which  I  had  not  any  information  of  in  the 
evidence  already  secured  that  might  also  be  similar  to  those  people 
who  were  now  in  the  Cunningham  group. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  of  any  such  cases  at  the  time  you 
made  this  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  of  any  such  specific  cases,  I  mean? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  an  attorney  up  at  Wallace,  Idaho,  who  was 
called  upon  by  Cunningham,  or  that  Cunningham  tried  to  interest  in 
this  case. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  just  trying  to  think  of  his  name — I  heard  that 
from  Special  Agent  Doyle — Edward  Doyle;  he  is  now  in  Helena,  I 
think.  He  told  me  that  he  understood  that,  and  he  had  heard  that 
Cunningham  had  tried  to  interest  others.  I  think  that  is  where  I 
first  got  my  information — from  Doyle.  Then  I  also  thought,  as  I 
stated  before,  that  the  agents  of  Special  Agents  Kennedy  and  Stoner 
might  also  be  able  to  get  some  other  evidence  on  the  ground  from 
the  people  who  worked  for  Cunningham. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  the  additional  evidence  that  you  had  in 
view  at  this  time? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  That  and  the  field  examination. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  the  field  examination  and  what  you  have 
stated  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Also  what  I  further  stated  in  this  report  that  there 
were  a  few  of  those  who  had  assigned  their  claims  that  I  wanted  to 
interview. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  how  many  had  assigned  their  claims  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  the  exact  number;  about  four  or  five, 
I  think. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  who  they  had  assigned  them  to  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  had  assigned  them  to  some  of  the  Cun- 
ningham claimants — who  are  now  the  Cunningham  claimants. 

The  Chairman.  They  are  in  that  list  that  you  have  in  the  book? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  those  assignees  in  that  list  that  is  already 
in  evidence? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Were  the  assignors  in  the  list? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  offer  the  list  in  evidence? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  will  show. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Were  they  affidavits  from  the  assignors  or  assignees 
that  you  thought  you  might  want  to  get? 

Mr.  Glavis.  From  the  assignors. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  those  who  were  no  longer  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  There  is  another  point  also  that  I  had  in 
mind- as  shown  by  this  report.  It  is  in  the  second  from  the  last 
paragraph  on  page  526,  as  follows : 

I  wish  to  most  urgently  impress  upon  you  the  necessity  of  awaiting  the  completion 
of  the  investigations  of  this  group  before  any  proceedings  are  instituted  with  a  view 
to  the  cancellation  of  the  entry,  since  facts  may  develop  which  would  enable  us  to 
make  other  charges. 

Well,  it  was  from  the  report  of  their  expert,  Hawkins,  I  think  I  got 
this  information;  any  way,  I  had  in  mind  that  the  probability  was 
that  they  might  not  have  complied  with  the  law — the  coal-land  law — 
making  it  necessary  for.  them  to  improve  and  develop  and  uncover 
coal  on  each  one  of  the  33  claims,  since  it  appeared  that  they  had 
made  most  of  the  improvements  on  one  of  the  claims.  That  being  a 
fact,  that  would  be  another  ground  for  the  cancellation  of  these 
particular  claims. 

The  Chairman.  Under  the  act  of  1904? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Glavis,  when  your  agents 
went  up  there  what  did  they  find  in  that  respect? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  they  found  three  or  four  of  those  claims  that 
way;  I  do  not  remember.  I  know  there  were  several  of  them  that 
way. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is,  there  were  some  of  the  claims  that  proved 
to  be  bad  on  that  additional  ground  on  which  you  did  not  have  any 
evidence  at  the  time  you  wrote  the  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  an  investigation  that  was  carried  on  that 
summer,  was  it? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  In  July? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  Special  Agents  Kennedy  and  Stoner  went  up  to 
Alaska  on. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  in  July,  1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  connected  with  it  then — you  sent  them 
up  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  How  long  were  you  connected  with  the  investi- 
gation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  connected  with  the  investigation  practically  all 
the  time,  because  when  Sheridan  came  out  there  to  Seattle  in  July 
to  take  charge  of  the  Cunningham  cases,  after  making  his  report, 
concurring  in  my  report,  Mr.  Dennett  told  him  he  could  go  back  to 
Denver  and  I  could  go  ahead  and  complete  this  little  work  and  wait 
until  the  agents  got  oack  from  Alaska,  and  he  went  back  to  Denver 
about  three  or  four  days  afterwards. 

The  Chairman.  And  left  you  in  complete  charge? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  kept  working  on  them. 

The  Chairman.  And  no  one  hindered  you  from  pursuing  your 
investigations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  kept  right  ahead  working  on  the  investi- 
gation. 

The  Chairman.  You  got  no  orders  to  suspend  or  discontinue  from 
Washington,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  after  that. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Where  were  you  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  in  Seattle.  That  was  the  latter  part  of  July, 
1909.     They  had  agreed  to  allow  me  the  ninety  days  that  I  asked  for, 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you  another  question  for  my  own  infor- 
mation, because  I  want  to  locate  myself.  Did  they  at  this  time  give 
jootice  to  commence  detailing  before  the  commissioners  that  were 
contemplated? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  not  at  that  time;  no,  sir,  I  do  not  think  so.  I 
do  not  know  just  what  they  did  do  here  in  Washington,  but  I  do 
not  think  they  did. 

The  Chairman.  Do  vou  know,  or  does  your  attorney  know,  whether 
they  proceeded  with  these  hearings  in  taking  testimony  before  com- 
missioners around  the  country  as  they  planned  to  do  before  you  got 
through  with  your  investigations  up  there  in  Alaska  in  the  fall? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  understand  you.  They  had  not  begun  the 
taking  of  testimony  until  some  time  in  November,  after  tne  field 
examination. 

The  Chairman.  After  your  field  examination  in  Alaska  was  over? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  the  agents  had  returned  to  Seattle. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  they  followed  your  advice  after  all;  they  did 
not  proceed  to  take  that  testimony  or  hold  those  hearings  before  the 
commissioner  until  you  had  made  that  examination  in  the  field? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  When  did  you  complete  this  investigation, 
Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  I  did  not  complete  it 

Senator  Sutherland.  When  did  you  do  the  last  work  that  you  did 
in  that  direction,  then? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  On  one  of  the  coal  cases  particularly. 

Senator  Sutherland.  The  Cunningham  case. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember  just  when  it  was. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Well,  approximately. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  about  this  time — in  July  some  time. 

Senator  Sutherland.  In  July,  1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  was  that. 

Senator  Sutherland.  When  did  you  first  begin  the  work  of 
investigation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  the  Cunningham  cases? 

Senator  Sutherland.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  began  about  March  1  or  March  2,  1908,  I  think 
it  was. 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  was  the  first  work  you  did  in  the  way 
of  investigating? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  the  first  actual  work — the  first  affidavits  I 
secured.  Of  course,  as  I  have  stated,  during  January  and  February, 
1908, 1  had  made  a  rather  preliminary  investigation  to  ascertain  who 
among  the  coal  claimants  would  probably  be  the  best  people  to  first 
approach,  but  the  actual  securing  of  affidavits  there  was  March  2, 
1908. 

Senator  Sutherland.  When  did  you  first  take  charge  of  the  matter 
of  investigating? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  official  letter  was  December  28, 1907, 1  think. 

Senator  Sutherland.  1907? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  followed  as  a  result  of  my  conference 
with  Mr.  Ballinger,  about  December  15. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Then  you  were  formally  given  charge  of  the 
investigation  in  December,  1907? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  But  did  the  last  work  of  investigating  in 
July,  1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir — well,  the  special  agents  Stoner  and  Kennedy 
were  probably  working  on  the  coal  cases  in  August  of  that  year. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Now,  with  the  exception  of  the  time  you 
have  mentioned,  which  I  understand  was  during  the  summer  of  1908, 
were  you  in  any  way  prevented  from  going  ahead  with  the  investi- 
gation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  was  directed  to  resume  in  October,  1908. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Then  you  were  concluded  because  of  the 
work  in  Oregon? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  For  a  period  of  about  four  months? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  During  the  remainder  of  this  period  you 
were  free  to  pursue  the  investigation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  course  I  had  a  lot  of  work  to  do,  but  I  could  not 
do  the  work  at  that  season  of  the  year,  because  after  the  summer  of 
1908  was  over  I  could  not  do  the  work  on  the  Cunningham  claims 
until  the  summer  of  1909. 

Senator  Sutherland.  So  far  as  any  direction  from  the  depart- 
ment was  concerned  you  were  free  to  pursue  it  with  the  exception 
of  those  four  months? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Denby.  You  seemed  to  have  been  anxious  all  through  to  show 
these  claims  to  be  fraudulent.  I  notice  in  various  places  that  you 
speak  of  your  hope  <?f  securing  adverse  testimony  which  would  prove 
tnem  to  be  fraudulent.  Were  you  anxious  to  set  them  aside  simply 
because  they  were  fraudulent?  I  am  wondering  whether  you  stated 
at  one  time  that  there  was  a  way  by  which  some  parcels  of  land  could 
have  been  acguired  at  once  by  the  wives  or  relatives  of  these  same 
claimants.  If  you  had  succeeded  in  setting  aside  these  claims  and 
the  land  had  then  been  acquired,  what  particular  benefit  would  have 
accrued  to  the  United  States  or  the  people  of  the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  course,  our  instructions  are  to  cancel  the  fraudulent 
claims  that  existed  at  that  time  so  as  to  restore  the  land  to  the  public 
domain,  so  that  the  people,  if  they  take  it  up  lawfully,  may  do  so. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  was  just  wondering;  your  own  suggestion  was  that 
these  same  people  might  acquire  the  same  land  immediately  after 
these  claims  had  been  set  asiae. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  So  that  practically  there  would  be  no  claim  of  owner- 
ship and  the  land  would  pass  out  of  the  hands  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  just  the  same,  even  though  these  claims  were  set  aside. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  other  day,  when  I  testified  to  that,  I  endeavored 
to  explain  my  reason  for  suggesting  that. 

Mr.  Denby.  My  recollection  is  that  you  said  it  was  with  the  hope 
that  all  other  claimants  would  then  withdraw  their  lands — that  all 
the  claims  were  fraudulent — all  the  Alaska  coal-land  claims. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  There  were  some  that  were  not. 
I  think  there  were  some,  if  I  remember  right,  there  are  about — I 
think  I  have  got  it 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  reported  a  few  cases  yourself? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  reporting  a  few,  but  I  do  not 
know  the  exact  number. 

The  Chairman.  Of  some  of  the  minor  groups. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  made  favorable  reports  on  21  filings  out  of  the  eight 
or  nine  hundred. 

The  Chairman.  Were  those  Matanuska  claims  or  were  they 
Katalla  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Some  of  them  were  in  one  of  the  fields  and  some  were 
in  other  fields.  There  were  only  two  people — the  most  number  that 
were  in  there  were  four  people  in  one  of  the  groups.  There  were  just 
one  or  two  filings.  There  was  no  evidence  of  fraud  among  those  two 
people  that  I  could  gather. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  did  they  belong  to  the  Matanuska  coal 
field  or  the  Katalla? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Some  of  those  belonged  to  one  of  the  coal  fields  and 
some  to  the  other. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  On  page  525  is  a  telegram,  dated  July  17,  as  follows: 

Special  Agent  Sheridan, 
c/o  Chief  McEniry, 

71t  6  714  E.  6  C.  Building, 

Denver,  Colorado. 
Your  instructions,  Cunningham  case  modified.    You  will  proceed  to  Seattle,  taking 
complete  charge  of  the  case,  with  authority  to  call  for  any  agents  or  assistants  necessary 
to  bring  case  to  prompt  hearing  and  close. 

Schwartz, 
Acting  Assist.  Commissioner. 
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Then,  there  is  a  letter  on  page  425,  dated  July  20, 1909,  from  Den- 
nett to  Schwartz. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  suggest  in  connection  with  that  telegram 
that  you  put  in  the  one  immediately  above  that  also. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  introducing  quite  a  large  number  of 
others. 

The  Chairman.  I  thought  that  this  should  come  in  the  record  in 
connection  with  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Very  well.  It  is  a  telegram  on  page  525,  dated 
July  17,  1909,  as  follows: 

[Telegram.] 
P-HH8 

July  17,  1909. 
Special  Agent  G  la  vie,  Seattle,  Wash.: 

Your  wire  sixteenth,  in  reference  vour  consultation  with  secretary  received.  In- 
structions heretofore  issued  modified  in  view  of  your  telesram  sixth.  Your  report 
of  eighth  not  at  hand.  Have  this  day  wired  Sheridan  as  follows:  "Your  instructions 
Cunningham  case  modified.  You  will  proceed  to  Seattle,  taking  complete  charge  of 
case,  with  authority  to  call  for  any  agents  or  assistance  necessary  to  bring  case  to 
prompt  hearing  and  close."  You  will  render  Sheridan  every  assistance.  Meantime 
continue  investigations.  Case  already  consumed  more  time  and  expense  of  men  than 
any  other  case  pending.  Investigation  cannot  proceed  indefinitely.  Results  of 
pending  investigation  in  Alaska  will  go  into  record  before  concluding  hearings. 

(Signed)  Schwartz. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  to  Special  Agent  Glavis,  the  same  day  as 
the  one  to  Special  Agent  Sheridan? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Glavis,  this  telegram  refers  to  your 
consulting  the  Secretary.     Does  that  refer  to  Secretary  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  was  that  consultation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  July  16  I  had  received  a  telegram 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Look  at  page  524. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  this  is  the  telegram  I  received  from  Acting 
Assistant  Commissioner  Schwartz,  addressed  to  me  at  Seattle.  It  is 
as  follows: 

July  16,  1909. 
Special  Agent  Glavis,  Seattle,  Wash.: 

Please  wire  towns  or  cities  in  the  order  in  which  you  wish  to  take  testimony  Cun- 
ningham case.  Wish  to  arrange  for  bringing  on  the  witnesses  in  accordance  with  your 
desire.  Have  directed  Special  Agent  Sneridan,  competent  trial  attorney  and  expe- 
rienced in  coal  matters,  to  report  to  you  until  after  testimony  is  complete. 

(Signed)  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 

The  Chairman.  I  should  think  the  word  "not"  ought  to  go  in 
there — not  to  report  to  you  until  after  the  testimony  is  complete. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  object  of  his  coming  was  to  assist  me  in  the  trial 
of  the  case. 

The  Chairman.  Oh,  he  wanted  him  to  stay  with  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Those  two  telegrams  are  admitted  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  I  received  that  telegram,  Secretary  Ballinger 
was  in  Seattle  at  the  time  and  I  went  to  him  and  showed  him  this 
telegram.     I  also  showed  him  my  telegram  of  the  6th,  which  is  on 
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page  525,  in  which  I  say,  "Government's  case  would  be  much  stronger 
t>y  awaiting  the  result  of  investigation  in  Alaska." 

The  Chairman.  Your  telegram  of  July  6th  on  page  525  relates  to 
the  place  of  taking  testimony? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  then  I  added  that  the  Government's 
case — you  will  find  it  in  that  telegram — I  do  not  recall  those  names. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  offer  that  telegram  in  evidence,  Mr. 
Brandeis? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  offering  all  these  telegrams  and  let- 
ters in  that  whole  period  in  chronological  order,  but  they  are  so 
numerous  that  I  thought  it  would  save  the  time  of  the  committee  not 
to  read  each  one  of  them.     There  are  perhaps  40  or  50  of  them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  went  to  Secretary  Ballinger  and  showed  him  my 
telegram  to  the  General  Land  Office  of  July  6,  and  also  my  report  of 
July  8  that  has  just  been  read  and  stated  to  him  that  I  felt  that  the 
hearing  should  be  postponed  until  after  Mr.  Kennedy  and  Mr. 
Stoner  had  returned  from  Alaska  and  we  found  out  what  was  the 
result  of  their  investigation  there.  He  asked  me  the  object  of  their 
visit  to  Alaska,  and  I  told  him  what  I  was  in  hopes  would  be  found 
out  by  Mr.  Kennedy,  that  the  working  of  the  Cunningham  claims 
was  done  with  the  intent  of  consolidation  and  all  the  improvements 
had  been  made  with  that  intent,  and  Mr.  Ballinger  said  that  perhaps 
the  Cunningham  claimants  would  stipulate  to  that,  and  I  told  him 
that  I  did  not  know  what  stipulation  they  were  making,  if  any, 
because  thev  were  apparently  doing  that  in  Washington.  So  Mr. 
Ballinger  told  me  to  send  those  telegrams  and  call  the  attention  of  the 
office  to  my  telegram  of  July  8  or  July  6,  and  the  report  of  July  8, 
and  ask  him  whether  they  had  considered  those  two  reports  when 
directing  me  to  give  them  the  names  of  the  cities  where  the  testimony 
should  be  taken. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  hearings  were 
postponed,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  hearings  were  postponed  until  after  the  field 
investigation  in  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  There  have  not  been  any  hearings  yet,  have  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  vou  mean  at  this  time? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  not  determined  that  there  would  not  be  any 
hearing  until  after  the  field  examination  until  July  24  or  26,  and 
this  was  July  16,  and  at  that  time  it  was  not  intended  that  they 
would  proceed  at  once  with  the  hearing. 

The  Chairman.  But  after  you  protested  on  July  22  they  deter- 
mined to  postpone  the  hearings,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  after  Mr.  Sheridan  had  made  that  report  and 
the  Forest  Service  had  been  protesting  that  they  had  discontinued 
the  investigation. 

The  Chairman.  Thev  discontinued— in  fact  they  did  not  start 
upon  these  hearings  before  the  commissioners  in  the  different  places? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  until  along  in  November,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  This  last  November? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  So  in  compliance  with  Secretary  Ballinger's 
suggestion,  I  sent  this  telegram  of  July  16,  1909,  which  appears  on 
page  524. 
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The  Chaibman.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  then,  Mr.  Glavis,  they  really 
followed  your  advice — Secretary  Ballinger  and  the  Land  Office — and 
did  not  have  any  hearings  until  after  your  field  investigation  had 
been  completed  in  Alaska?    Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Is  it  exactly  true  that  they  followed  your  advice? 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  they  followed  the  advice  of  Mr.  Sheridan,  which 
formed  the  advice  which  you  had  previously  given  and  which  they  had 
rejected? 

The  Chaibman.  Followed  the  advice  of  both.  You  can  put  it  in 
that  form. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Also  the  various  services. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  also  that  Secretary  Wilson  had  in  the  mean- 
while requested  the  postponement. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  had  better  have  that  brought  out. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  just  about  to  call  attention  to  those  letters. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Brandeis,  that  while  you  are  on 
that  point  you  give  that  conversation  in  full  with  Mr.  Ballinger  out 
there  and  state  what  his  attitude  was  at  that  time  with  reference  to 
these  matters;  how  he  impressed  you,  and  what  position  he  took  with 
regard  to  going  on  with  the  hearings,  or  handling  these  coal  matters — 
in  that  conversation  you  had  with  him  at  Seattle. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  did  not  appear  friendly,  as  he  used  to  appear  to 
me  at  that  time,  but  as  far  as  nis  attitude  toward  this  case  was  con- 
cerned, he  said  practically  just  what  I  have  repeated,  for  me  to  wire 
and  call  attention  to  my  report  and  telegram.  I  asked  as  to  whether 
they  had  taken  that  into  consideration  when  they  sent  me  this  tele- 
gram of  July  6,  that  appears  on  page  524,  but  outside  of  that  he  said 
nothing  about  the  Cunningham  cases,  except  that  he  thought  that 
the  Cunningham  claimants  would  stipulate  as  to  the  joint  workings 
of  the  coal  claims.,  and  that  kind  of  evidence  that  I  expected  to  get 
from  Special  Agent  Kennedy's  investigation. 

The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Glavis,  that  was  a  stipulation  to  take  the 
testimony  before  these  commissioners  and  submit  it  to  the  land 
office  instead  of  taking  it  at  Juneau  and  submitting  it  to  the  register 
and  receiver  at  Juneau,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  another  stipulation :  that  is  not  the  stipulation 
that  Mr.  Ballinger  had  in  mind.  We  were  speaking  about  what  they 
would  stipulate  as  to  evidence. 

Mr.  James.  As  to  what  you  should  find  out  at  the  examination  in 
the  field,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Mr.  Ballinger's  suggestion  was,  in  fact,  that  they 
would  agree  that  as  a  matter  of  fact  there  was  a  tunnel  on  this  land 
which  had  been  constructed  in  common  and  was  used  in  common. 
Is  that  not  the  fact?  Was  it  not  a  stipulation  in  order  to  save  proof 
of  that  fact? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  did  not  say  that  they  would  do  it;  he  said  he 
thought  they  would  stipulate  to  those  things. 

Mr.  Madison.  It  was  a  suggestion  that  the  stipulation  be  made  as  to 
what  the  result  of  the  investigation  up  there  would  be — a  stipulation 
as  to  what  the  evidence  would  be? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  an  investigation  on  the  ground. 
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Mr.  Madison.  Did  the  investigation  on  the  ground  show  that  state 
of  facts? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  also  showed  further  that  they  had  not 
done  the  necessary  amount  of  work  on  two  or  three  of  the  claims — I 
do  not  Jaiow  how  many;  that  they  had  not  uncovered  the  coal  and 
properly  developed  the  claim  before  making  entry. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  am  not  very  clear  about  what  you 
stipulated  about  that  stipulation.  I  got  the  idea  from  what  you 
stated  before  that  it  was  a  stipulation  that  they  might  go  on  with 
those  hearings  and  put  in  the  result  of  that  field  examination  in 
Alaska  afterwards.  Was  that  not  the  stipulation?  It  was  not  a 
stipulation  that  they  should  agree  about  the  facts  as  to  what  that 
field  investigation  resulted  in  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  another  stipulation.  I  was  referrinp  to  a 
stipulation  that  Mr.  BaUinger  suggested  the  coal  claimants  might  be 
willing  to  make. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  that  stipulation?     Please  repeat  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  one  that  Secretary  BaUinger  suggested  they  might 
be  willing  to  make  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  said  he  thought  they  would  stipulate  to  the  fact 
that  I  expected  to  go  by  the  investigation  on  the  ground  by  my 
ooal  experts. 

The  Chairman.  They  might  agree  to  these  facts  of  the  field 
examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  have  any  other  conversation  with 
Mr.  BaUinger  o.ut  there  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  just  met  him  once  a  few  days  before,  and 
then  said  "How  do'1  to  him,  and  I  have  not  seen  him  since. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Did  Mr.  BaUinger  state  what  reason  he  had  for 
believing  that  the  Cunningham  claimants  might  stipulate  that  fact 
in  regard  to  joint  use? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  now  introduce  the  letter  on  page  425,  the  letter  of 
July  20  from  Dennett  to  Schwartz,  and  will  first  ask  you,  Mr.  Glavis, 
whether  Commissioner  Dennett  was  in  Seattle  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  there  July  24.  He  arrived  about  July  20 
or  21. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  now  introduce  this  letter.  I  will  also  introduce  in 
this  very  connection  Exhibit  25J,  on  page  424,  and  call  attention  to 
the  first  three  lines : 

Cunningham  claimants,  sworn  statements  in  final  proofs  made  in  1907. 

In  all  cases  the  improvements  consist  of  boarding  and  warehouse,  trails  and  roads, 
cuts  on  claim,  and  tunnels  for  joint  development  of  claims. 

In  the  following  cases  tunnels  for  joint  development  are  not  definitely  located  by 
proof. 

(The  papers  are  as  follows:) 

Department  op  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 

July  20, 1909. 
My  Dear  Schwartz:  The  woret  situation  on  the  line  is  the  one  I  find  here.    Our 
friend,  Glavis.    He  regarded  me  with  suspicion,  and  after  talking  a  while  showed  me 
your  telegram  assigning  the  coal  cases  to  Sheridan.    Said  he  supposed  you  were  mad 
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with  him  for  talking  the  matter  over  with  the  Judge.  Showed  me  his  telegram  to 
you.  I  talked  further  with  him  and  found  that  he  had  wired  to  Shaw  to  ask  Shaw  to 
come  out  and  assist  him  in  these  Cunningham  cases,  on  the  ground  that  the  majority 
of  the  cases  were  for  claims  within  the  forest  reserves  in  Alaska,  and  that  Shaw  had 
wired  back  that  he,  Shaw,  was  too  busy  and  could  not  come,  owing  to  the  absence 
of  Wells.  I  perceived  that  the  date  of  this  telegram  was  one  day  before  the  date  of 
the  telegram  from  you  to  him  superseding  Glavis  and  placing  Cunningham  in  charge; 
I  immediately  told  Glavis  that  this  was  the  reason  that  you  had  wired  placing  Sheridan 
in  charge;  that  while  we  liked  Shaw  we  realized  that  he  was  the  most  energetic  of 
the  men  in  the  Forestry,  and  that  he  had  for  the  past  two  years  been  doing  little  else 
than  put  up  jobs  to  dispossess  our  boys  of  the  work;  I  also  found  that  the  law  officer 
of  the  Forestry  at  Portland  was  in  consultation  with  Glavis  and  had  been  sent  here 
by  Shaw.  Now  I  figure  that  Glavis  is  preparing  to  make  a  cushion  for  himself  to  fall 
back  on,  and  also  putting  himself  in  shape  to  have  a  gp*eat  story  in  case  Sheridan 
does  not  make  good  and  succeed  in  canceling  the  Cunningham  cases;  namely,  that 
he  plead  for  extra  time,  was  refused;  that  a  new  man  was  placed  in  charge  who  knew 
nothing  about  the  cases,  thus  throwing  them;  putting  the  onus  on  the  Secretary  and, 
I  presume,  myself,  as  being  Seattle  people.  He  also  insists  that  he  was  refused  Jones 
to  help;  that  we  took  Doyle  away  from  him;  and,  all  told,  while  he  looks  innocently 
at  me,  yet  I  can  see  that  his  heart  is  bad,  though  why  it  should  be  I  can  not  tell, 
except  that  he  wanted  to  drag  the  cases  out;  he  may  be  sincere,  of  course,  in  his  idea 
that  he  has  not  been  given  time  and  opportunity.  He  asserts  that  he  will  help 
Sheridan  all  he  can,  but  it  is  not  human  nature,  or  at  least  his  human  nature.  The 
atmosphere  is  not  good  at  all.  That  he  is  playing  the  Forestry  there  is  no  question; 
the  innocent  look  he  gave  me  when  I  told  him  that  he  was  dragging  in  Shaw,  etc., 
when  there  was  no  necessity  was  beautiful.  "Why,  that  was  directly  in  line  with 
the  Secretary's  letter  of  March  2."  He  is  also  talking  conservation  very  strongly. 
Glavis  talking  conservation!  All  around  he  is  ugly,  and  he  is  preparing  to  be  as 
unpleasant  as  ne  can,  at  least  that  is  my  solution  of  the  situation.  Now  the  only  thing 
that  I  can  Bee  is  for  me  to  try  to  be  back  by  the  15th,  and  then  have  you  run  out  here 
to  dig  into  the  situation.  Glavis  prophesies  the  greatest  friendship  for  you,  and  I 
think  you  know  him  better  than  anyone  else,  and  this  is  certainly  the  worst  situation 
we  have.  He  will  make  about  forty  favorable  and  about  ^\e  hundred  unfavorable 
reports;  the  way  things  will  commence  to  drop  will  be  amusing.  The  Judge  says: 
"It  will  all  come  out;  Congress  will  have  to  come  to  the  rescue."  However,  all  the 
rescue  that  Congress  gave  before  amounted  to  very  little. 

This  is  also  tlje  only  spot  in  which  there  is  any  trouble  about  the  new  timber  regula- 
tions. Kennedy  has  cruised  as  high  as  $9,000  for  a  quarter.  This  looks  to  me  as  if 
the  Forestry  had  Glavis  pretty  solidly. 

Whether  it  would  be  well  to  modify  the  Sheridan  instructions  I  can  not  as  yet  tell; 
will  write  you  later.  It  may  be  all  right  to  let  things  stay  until  you  come;  that  you 
will  have  to  come  there  is  no  question,  for  I  think  that  you  can  get  at  the  meat  of  the 
trouble  here;  it  may  be  that  I  am  arriving  at  wrong  conclusions  all  down  the  line — 
so  do  not  let  this  letter  prejudice  your  mind. 

Of  course  I  do  not  wonder  that  he  has  to  make  adverse  reports  after  the  Attorney- 
General's  opinion  of  the  law;  that  is  all  right;  but  it  is  his  attitude  that  is  bothering 
me;  it  looks  as  if  he  were  trying  to  dig  pitfalls  for  his  beat  friends.  Write  me  what 
you  think  of  the  situation.  Also  write  me  as  to  whether  Altizer  has  my  itinerary;  I  will 
try  and  dig  up  my  copy.  In  the  meantime,  I  will  be  here  until  Sunday  night;  then 
to  Portland  for  Monday.  Leave  there  Tuesday  for  San  Francisco,  one  day,  and  then 
Salt  Lake;  Btay  there  one  day,  and  leave  the  next  for  Cheyenne;  how  long  there  I  do 
not  know. 

Best  wishes. 

Sincerely,  Fred  Dennett. 


Exhibit  25}. 

Cunningham  claimants'  sworn  statements  in  final  proofs  made  in  1907. 
In  all  cases  the  improvements  consist  of  boarding  and  ware  house,  trails  and  roads, 
cuts  on  claim,  and  tunnels  for  joint  development  of  claims. 
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In  the  following  cases  tunnels  for  joint  development  are  not  definitely  located  by 
proof: 


Entrymen. 


Entry. 


W.  H.  Warner Coal  entry 

N.  B.  NeLson Coal  entry 

Chas.  Sweeney Coal  entry 

R.  K.  Nelll Coal  entry 

J.  0 .  Cunningham Coal  entry 

Frank  A.  Moore Coal  entry 

B.  C.  Rlblet Coal  entry 

John  A.  Finch i  Coal  entry 

W.  B.  Moore Coal  entry 

Ignatius  Mullen Coal  entry 


No.  31. 
No.  33. 
No.  18. 
No.  24. 
No.  11. 
No.  32. 
No.  19. 
No.  27. 
No.  28. 
No.  5.. 


Survey. 


No.  M... 
No.  37... 
No.  40... 
No.  45... 
No.  42... 
No.  3D... 
No.  08... 
No.  67... 
No.  09... 
No.  41... 


Joint 
contri- 
bution. 


12.000 
2,000 
2.300 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2.000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 


In  the  following  ca9es  the  joint-dovolopment  tunnel  is  located  on  the  Tenino  claim 
(survey  No.  51),  and  in  three  cases  on  the  Tenino  (survey  No.  51)  and  Clear  claim 
(survey  No.  08): 


Entrymen. 


Henry  White Coal  entry  No.  6... 

A.  L.  Leofllld Coal  entry  No.  1... 

Alfred  Page Coal  entry  No.  21.. 

Chas.  J.  Smith Coal  entry  No.  3... 

H.  C.  Henry Coal  entry  No.  4... 

A.  B.  Campbell Coal  entry  No.  13.. 

Clarence  Cunningham Coal  entry  No.  12. . 

Michael  Down Coal  entry  No.  9  .. 

F.  C.  Davidson Coal  entry  No.  8... 

F.  H.  Mason Coal  entry  No.  16. . 

A.  D.Jones Coal  entry  No.  29.. 

H.  B.  Wick |  Coal  entry  No.  15.. 

M.  C.  Moore I  Coal  entry  No.  26.. 

O.  D.Jones Coal  entry  No.  30.. 

F.  C.  Moore Coal  entry  No.  20.. 

Henry  Wick Coal  entry  No.  14.. 

W.  W.  Baker Coal  entry  No.  22.. 

Fredk.  Burbridge Coal  entry  No.  23.. 

F.  A  Johnson Coal  entry  No.  10. . 

Joseph  H.  Ncill Coal  entry  No.  25.. 


Entry. 


I     Joint 
Survey.       contri- 
bution. 


No.  44. 

No.  50. 
No.  64. 
No.  71. 
No.  62. 
No.  49. 
No.  46. 
No.  54. 
No.  53. 
No.  56. 
No.  70. 
No.  47. 
No.  60. 
No.  57. 
Ne.  55. 
No.  48. 
No.  30. 
No.  43. 
No.  59. 
No.  52. 


"I 


12,300 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,300 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,300 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 


In  the  following  cases  joint  tunnel  is  located  on  Carlsbad  claim  (survey  45)  and  Clear 
claim  survey  68): 


Entrymen. 


Entry. 


,     Joint 
Survey.       contri- 
bution. 


Frances  Jenkins I  Coal  entry  No.  2 

Wm.  E.Miller |  Coal  entry  No.  17... 


I  No.58 i       $2,000 

No.61 i         2,000 


The  Chairman.  Is  that,  Mr.  Brandeis,  the  report  of  the  field 
examination? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  submitted  as  a  part  of  the  Geological 
Survey,  apparently.     It  is  submitted  in  connection 

The  Chairman/ That  can  not  be  from  the  Geological  Survey. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No;  it  can  not  be  from  the  Geological  Survey.  It 
follows  this. 

The  Chairman.  It  must  be  the  result  of  that  field  examination. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  undertake  later  to  furnish  the  exact  reference 
to  it,  Mr.  Chairman. 
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Mr.  Madison.  What  is  that— Exhibit  25J  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes.  It  is  referred  to  on  page  251,  Mr.  Chairman; 
in  Schwartz's  discussion  on  the  nature  of  the  proof. 

The  Chairman.  I  did  not  catch  what  you  said. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  referred  to  on  page  251,  which  is  Schwartz's 
statement  as  to  the  proof;  and  I  should  like  to  quote  from  this 
statement  and  introduce  in  evidence  the  following,  which  immediately 
follows  this  exhibit  25-A  or  25$,  as  it  is  called.  This  is  at  the  bottom 
of  page  251,  [reading]: 

The  map  made  by  Mr.  Rodgers,  a  general  engineer  for  the  Guggenheims,  also  shows 
the  Cunningham  "joint  tunnel"  is  on  Trout  Creek  and  runs  north,  and  so  could  not 
be  of  individual  benefit  to  more  than  two  or  three  claims.    (Exhibit  24 J.) 

Mr.  James.  The  one  referred  to  on  page  424? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  does  not  refer  to  25$,  does  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  that  25-A  that  he  had  reference  to  was 
properly  the  25J  that  Mr.  Schwartz  referred  to  on  page  251;  but  I 
will  make  a  more  careful  examination  and  call  your  attention  to  it 
later  on. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  before  I  forget  it,  I  want  to  call 
your  attention  to  page  60  of  oui  hearings. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  we  are  to  furnish  the  regulations? 

The  Chairman.  Yes.  On  page  60  of  our  hearings,  near  the  top 
of  the  page,  it  says: 

The  rules  referred  to  will  be  printed  at  the  close  of  the  hearings,  Saturday,  January 
29,  1910. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  expect  to  furnish  that  to  the  clerk. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  hand  it  to  the  stenographer?  He  just 
called  my  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Go  ahead. 

t  Mr.  Brandeis.  This  July  20  letter 

*  The  Chairman.  On  what  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  On  page  425,  from  Fred  Dennett.  It  reads  as 
follows  [reading]: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 

July  20,  1909. 

My  Dear  Schwartz:  The  worst  situation  on  the  line  is  the  one  I  find  here.  Our 
friend,  Glavis.  lie  regarded  me  with  suspicion,  and  after  talking  awhile  showed  me 
your  telegram  assigning  the  coal  cases  to  Sheridan.  Said  he  supposed  you  were  mad 
with  him  for  talking  the  matter  over  with  the  Judge.  Showed  me  his  telegram  to 
you.  I  talked  further  with  him  and  found  that  he  had  wired  to  Shaw  to  ask  Shaw  to 
come  out  and  assist  him  in  these  Cunningham  cases,  on  the  ground  that  the  majority 
of  the  cases  were  for  claims  within  the  forest  reserves  in  Alaska,  and  that  Shaw  had 
wired  back  that  he,  Shaw,  was  too  busy  and  could  not  come,  owing  to  the  absence 
of  Wells.  I  perceived  that  the  date  of  this  telegram  was  one  day  before  the  date  of 
the  telegram  from  you  to  him  superseding  Glavis  and  placing  Sheridan  in  charge;  I 
immediately  told  Glavis  that  this  was  the  reason  that  you  had  wired  placing  Sheridan 
in  charge;  that  while  we  liked  Shaw  we  realized  that  he  was  the  most  energetic  of 
the  men  in  the  Forestry,  and  that  he  had  for  the  past  two  years  been  doing  little  else 
than  put  up  jobs  to  dispossess  our  boys  of  the  work;  I  also  found  that  the  law  officer 
of  the  Forestry  at  Portland  was  in  consultation  with  Glavis  and  had  been  sent  here 
by  Shaw.  Now  I  figure  that  Glavis  is  preparing  to  make  a  cushion  for  himself  to  fall 
back  on,  and  also  putting  himself  in  shape  to  have  a  great  story  in  case  Sheridan 
does  not  make  good  and  succeed  in  canceling  the  Cunningham  cases;  namely,  that 
he  plead  for  extra  time,  was  refused;  that  a  new  man  was  placed  in  charge  who  knew 
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nothing  about  the  cases,  thus  throwing  them;  putting  the  onus  on  the  Secretary  and, 
I  presume,  myself,  as  being  Seattle  people.  He  also  insists  that  he  was  refused:  Jones 
to  help;  that  we  took  Doyle  away  from  him;  and,  all  told,  while  he  looks  innocently 
at  me,  yet  I  can  see  that  his  heart  is  bad,  though  why  it  should  be  I  can  not  tell, 
except  that  he  wanted  to  drag  the  cases  out;  he  may  be  sincere,  of  course,  in  his  idea 
that  he  has  not  been  given  time  and  opportunity.  He  asserts  that  he  will  help 
Sheridan  all  he  can,  but  it  ia  not  human  nature,  or  at  least  his  human  nature.  The 
atmosphere  is  not  good  at  all.  That  he  is  playing  the  Forestry  there  is  no  question; 
the  innocent  look  ne  gave  me  when  I  told  him  that  he  was  dragging  in  Shaw,  etc., 
when  there  was  no  necessity  was  beautiful.  "Why,  that  was  directly  in  line  with 
the  Secretary's  letter  of  March  2."  He  i8  also  talking  conservation  very  strongly. 
Glavis  talking  conservation!  All  round  he  is  ugly,  and  he  is  preparing  to  be  as  un- 
pleasant as  he  can,  at  least  that  is  my  Folution  of  the  situation,  how  the  only  thing 
that  I  can  see  is  for  me  to  try  to  be  back  by  the  15th,  and  then  have  you  run  out  here 
to  dig  into  the  situation.  Glavis  professes  the  greatest  friendship  for  you,  and  I 
think  you  know  him  better  than  anyone  else,  and  this  is  certainly  the  worst  situation 
we  have.  He  will  make  about  forty  favorable  and  about  five  hundred  unfavorable 
reports;  the  way  things  will  commence  to  drop  will  be  amusing.  The  Judge  says: 
"It  will  all  come  out;  Congress  will  have  to  come  to  the  rescue.  However,  all  the 
rescue  that  Congress  gave  before  amounted  to  very  little. 

This  is  also  the  only  spot  in  which  there  is  any  trouble  about  the  new  timber  regula- 
tions. Kenned v  has  cruised  as  high  as  $9,000  for  a  quarter.  This  looks  to  me  as  if 
the  Forestry  had  Glavis  pretty  solidly. 

Whether  it  would  be  well  to  modify  the  Sheridan  instructions  I  can  not  as  yet  tell; 
will  write  you  later.  It  may  be  all  right  to  let  things  stay  until  you  come;  that  you 
will  have  to  come  there  is  no  question,  for  I  think  that  you  can  get  at  the  meat  of  the 
trouble  here;  it  may  be  that  I  am  arriving  at  wrong  conclusions  all  down  the  line — 
so  do  not  let  this  letter  prejudice  your  mind. 

Of  course  I  do  not  wonder  that  "he  has  to  make  adverse  reports  after  the  Attorney- 
General's  opinion  of  the  law;  that  is  all  right;  but  it  is  his  attitude  that  is  bothering 
me;  it  looks  as  if  he  were  trying  to  dig  pitfalls  for  his  best  friends.  Write  me  what 
you  think  of  the  situation.  Also  write  me  as  to  whether  Altizer  has  my  itinerary;  I 
will  try  and  dig  up  my  copy.  In  the  meantime,  I  will  be  here  until  Sunday  night: 
then  to  Portland  for  Monday.  Leave  there  Tuesday  for  San  Francisco,  one  day,  ana 
then  Salt  Lake;  stay  there  one  day,  and  leave  the  next  for  Cheyenne;  how  long  there 
I  do  not  know. 

Best  wishes. 

Sincerely,  »  Fred  Dennett. 

Then  the  letter  on  page  527. 

Mr.  James.  Right  there  I  would  like  to  inquire  about  one  state- 
ment in  this  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly. 

Mr.  James.  To  see  if  the  witness  knows  or  can  give  us  any  explana- 
tion of  it.  "The  judge  says  it  will  all  come  out  right.' '  Who  does 
that  refer  to—' '  the  judge ! " 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  only  judge  I  knew  to  be  associated  with  that  at 
that  time  was  Judge  Balhnger. 

Mr.  James.  What  did  it  mean  by  "It  will  all  come  out  right?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  the  committee  is  as  able  to  judge  of 
that  as  the  witness. 

Mr.  James.  Well,  I  thought  I  might  ask  the  witness  and  see  whether 
or  not  he  had  any  information,  having  had  considerable  experience 
in  this  land  office  business.  I  thought  perhaps  he  might  know  better 
about  it  than  tfie  committee. 

The  Chairman.  He  did  not  write  this  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  next  is  on  page  527;  the  letter  of  Schwartz  to 
Sheridan.     I  will  not  read  the  whole  letter. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  at  the  bottom  of  the  page? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  begins  at  the  pottom  of  page  527  and  runs  over 
to  530.     I  want  to  read  at  the  bottom  of  page  529,  the  last  paragraph. 
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The  Chairman.  Do  you  want  the  whole  letter  in  evidence? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  all  of  this  should  go  in. 
The  Chairman.  That  is  all  right. 
Mr.  Brandeis  (reading) : 

Every  report  received  from  Mr.  Glavis  in  this  case  concludes  with  some  statement  or 
observation  as  to  what  future  and  further  investigation  will  develop,  and  leaves  the- 
report  in  a  status  which  precludes  this  office  from  taking  any  action;  and  he  has  been 
advised  from  time  to  time  it  is  the  purpose  and  intention  of  this  office  that  there  shall 
be  full  and  complete  investigation  and  advice  prior  to  the  final  action  upon  these- 
entries.  It  is  likewise  the  intention  of  this  office  that  these  proceedings  shall  come  to 
a  close,  and  that  these  entries  now  under  investigation  for  a  period  of  two  or  three  years, 
shall  either  be  canceled  or  patented.  The  office  appreciates  that  it  has  no  more- 
painstaking  and  careful  agent  than  Mr.  Glavis,  and  that  he  is  giving  to  these  entries, 
and  has  given  to  them,  his  best  efforts.  At  the  same  time,  the  proper  and  expeditious, 
determination  of  the  field  investigations  at  present  devolve  primarily  upon  myself, 
and  I  am  responsible  for  the  result.  It  was  with  this  matter  in  mind  that  my  letter 
of  October  7, 1908,  was  addressed  to  him,  and  that  my  wire  of  April  20, 1909,  was  sent, 
informing  him  that  the  cases  should  come  to  conclusion,  so  far  as  the  investigation  was 
concerned,  within  sixty  days,  and  that  he  might  call  for  whatever  agents  he  might 
require;  and  he  was  likewise — and  has  been — authorized  to  incur  whatever  expense 
may  be  necessary  in  these  investigations.  Notwithstanding  the  explicit  instructions* 
contained  in  my  telegram  of  April  20, 1909,  and  the  different  instructions  in  reference 
to  the  Cunningham  case,  Mr.  Glavis  in  his  letter  of  July  8,  1909,  Bays  that: 

"Since  the  submission  of  my  report  of  March  23  there  has  been  no  evidence  secured 
in  this  group  of  entries,  for  the  reason  that  the  time  allowed  in  which  to  make  these 
investigations  has  been  too  short  to  complete  the  same,  etc." 

Notwithstanding  Mr.  Glavis's  statement,  the  record  shows  that  he  had  at  his  disposal, 
the  entire  field  force;  and  he  also  had  explicit  notice  that  I  had  pledged  the  entire 
field  force  of  the  department  for  a  report  in  these  cases  at  a  certain  time.  He  has  failed, 
however,  and  the  report  can  not  be  made. 

You  have  been  placed  in  charge  of  the  Cunningham  group  of  Alaska  coal  cases  for 
the  express  purpose  of  properly  completing  the  investigation  speedily;  and  thereafter 
to  conduct  the  hearings  upon  which  the  Government  will  endeavor  to  cancel  the 
claims.  Enough  of  the  record  has  been  recited  to  advise  you  that  I  expect  this  result 
to  be  accomplished. 

You  are  advised  now,  as  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised  heretofore,  that  you  may  call  upon, 
me  for  whatever  assistance,  to  the  extent  of  the  field  force  and  the  funds  available, 
you  may  require.  If  it  is  a  matter  of  interviewing  further  entrymen,  you  should  call 
for  a  sufficient  number  of  agents  to  make  these  interviews  at  once.  It  is  my  opinion, 
however,  that  Mr.  Glavis  and  his  agents  have  curried  this  group  of  cases  thoroughly, 
but  as  to  that  I  defer  to  the  opinion  of  yourself  after  you  shall  have  gone  through  the 
record  and  conferred  with  Mr.  Glavis.  In  so  far  as  the  proper  completion  of  the  Cun- 
ningham group  of  cases  may  require  it,  you  are  authorized  to  call  upon  Mr.  Glavis  for 
any  personal  assistance,  including  his  own  services. 

I  am  unable  to  agree  with  Mr.  Glavis's  letter  of  July  8,  that  the  physical  examination 
of  these  coal  properties  in  Alaska  is  necessary  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  taking  of 
evidence  on  the  question  of  the  good  faith  and  bona  fides  of  the  entrymen.  He  has 
already  been  advised  that,  whatever  the  result  of  these  examinations,  there  will  be 
opportunity  given  to  get  such  results  in  the  record  in  the  hearings. 

Upon  the  completion  of  the  hearings  in  the  Cunningham  cases,  you  will  return  to. 
Denver,  Colorado,  and  report  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  McEniry  for  further  duty. 

A  copy  of  this  letter  is  this  day  forwarded  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  for  his. 
information. 

Very  respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
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(The  letter  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Address  only  the  Con 
Cunning! 

In  reply  please  refer  to — P-H.  H.  S 


Address  only  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 
Cunningham  group  of  ooal  entries. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  21,  1909. 
Mr.  James  M.  Sheridan, 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office,  Denver,  Colorado. 

Sir:  October  6  and  17  and  November  1,  1905,  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  addressed 
communications  to  this  office  Betting  forth  various  alleged  schemes  to  secure  the  loca- 
tion of  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  and  asking  for  advice  in  the  premises. 

December  11,  1905,  by  letter  of  this  office  to  Mr.  Love,  the  coal-land  laws  were,  as 
to  certain  features,  considered,  and  Agent  Love  directed  to  make  investigation  to 
prevent  fraudulent  entries.  Subsequent  correspondence  not  material  to  this  case 
passed  between  this  office  and  Mr.  Love. 

June  21,  1907,  this  office  addressed  a  letter  to  Special  Agent  Horace  T.  Jones,  now 
located  at  Portland,  Oregon,  calling  attention  to  agents'  reports  as  to  various  schemes 
under  which  coal  lands  in  Alaska  were  being  entered  and  directions  were  therein  given 
that  "thorough,  complete,  and  energetic  investigation  be  made,  and  that  from  time  to 
time  preliminary  reports  be  submitted." 

September  24,  1907,  Chief  of  Field  Division  8.  J.  Colter,  Duluth,  Minnesota,  was 
directed  to  make  investigations  at  Chicago,  Illinois,  affecting  the  Alaska  cases,  but 
it  is  not  thought  that  any  of  these  entries  were  included  within  the  Cunningham 
group. 

December  28,  1907,  this  office  addressed  a  letter  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  G  la  vis, 
Portland,  Oregon,  calling  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  during  the  time  he  was  on 
duty  in  this  office  in  December,  1907,  he  was  supplied  with  a  complete  copy  of  all 
papers,  records,  and  files  bearing  upon  the  charge  of  irregularity  in  reference  to  the 
entry  and  classification  of  coal  lands  within  the  district  of  Alaska.  He  was  likewise 
directed  to  take  over  the  investigation  of  these  alleged  irregularities  and  to  take  the 
action  necessary  in  each  instance  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  Government,  and  also 
confer  with  the  proper  United  States  attorney  in  the  matter  of  criminal  proceedings 
against  persons  liable  under  the  law.  Direction  was  given  that  separate  reports  on 
individual  entries  be  submitted  from  time  to  time  as  rapidly  as  possible  in  order  that 
action  might  be  taken  in  this  office  without  delay. 

January  4,  1908,  upon  report  received  from  Special  Agent  Love,  the  Cunningham 
group  of  coal  entries  were  clear  listed  and  referred  to  Division  N  for  action  upon  the 
papers  and  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  advised  thereof.  Mr.  Glavis  wired,  pro- 
testing the  clear  listing  of  the  entries  in  question;  and,  under  date  of  January  23, 1908. 
the  entries  were  withdrawn  from  the  Mineral  Division  and  again  filed  in  the  Special 
Service  Division  of  this  office. 

February  5,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  directed  to  complete  investigation  and  make 
immediate  report  on  Alaska  claims. 

March  28,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  directed  by  telegram  to  wire  date  when  reports 
would  be  received  in  this  office. 

October  7,  1908,  in  a  letter  from  myself  to  Mr.  Glavis,  he  was  advised — 

"Your  investigation  of  these  coal  entries  was  temporarily  deferred  during  the  pen 
dency  in  the  last  Congress  of  a  bill  to  provide  additional  laws  for  acquiring  title  to 
Alaska  coal  lands.  Since  that  time  the  condition  of  business  in  your  district  nas  been 
such  that  no  further  investigation  has  been  made  of  these  particular  interests.  You 
are  directed  to  complete  your  investigation  along  the  original  lines  and  so  prepare  the 
Government's  case  as  to  be  able  to  present  all  the  facts  at  a  hearing,  in  the  event  you 
finally  make  adverse  report  and  ask  for  cancellation  of  these  entries." 

And  he  was  further  advised  that  the  claimants  in  what  is  known  as  the  Cunningham 
group  had  concluded  to  stand  upon  the  old  law  and  ask  for  a  patent  thereunder,  and 
that  action  would  be  deferred  here  until  his  investigation  could  be  completed. 

March  10, 1909,  Mr.  Glavis  was  asked,  by  wire,  to  submit  at  once  reports  on  the  pres- 
ent status  of  investigation  of  Alaska  coal  entries,  and  in  the  reports  to  designate  the 
entries  in  one  of  four  classes,  to  wit:  (I)  Claims  wherein  present  information  suggests 
further  investigation  necessary;  (2)  claims  wherein  investigation  and  evidence  war- 
rants adverse  proceedings  at  this  time;  (3)  claims  wherein  investigation  warrants 
proceedings  to  patent,  and  (4)  claims  wherein  you  have  no  information;  and  the 
expense  of  a  stenographer  for  two  weeks  was  authorized  him  to  prepare  the  reports  in 
question. 
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April  11, 1909,  Mr.  Glavis  was  requested,  by  wire,  to  advise  this  office  when  reports 
called  for  would  be  received. 

Reports  received  from  Mr.  Glavis  in  reply  to  the  above  last  request  were  incom- 
plete—did not  contain  facts  sufficient  to  warrant  this  office  in  proceeding. 

April  20,  1909,  this  office  advised  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis,  by  wire,  that  the 
Alaska  coal  investigations  must  be  completed  within  sixty  days,  and  ne  was  asked  to 
state  the  number  of  agents  he  would  require  for  that  purpose.  He  was  also  otherwise 
given  authority  to  send  the  agents  into  any  jurisdiction,  and  these  agents  have,  in 
Tact,  extended  their  investigations  from  New  York  City  to  Los  Angeles. 

May  24,  1909,  this  office  forwarded  a  letter  to  Mr.  Glavis  enclosing  copy  of  the  Sec- 
retary's letter  of  May  19, 1909,  to  this  office  relative  to  coal-land  entries,  and  directing 
that  reports  be  made  in  accordance  therewith. 

June  29, 1909,  telegram  was  sent  to  Mr.  Glavis: 

"Cunningham  entry  men  elect  to  stand  on  the  old  law.  Immediate  hearing  will 
follow.     Be  prepared  with  evidence." 

And  on  June  30,  1909,  he  was  further  advised  to  submit  his  report  on  the  Cunning- 
ham group,  and  that  notice  of  charges  would  be  prepared  in  this  office. 

Mr.  Glavis  replied,  and,  among  other  things,  requested  the  further  retention  of 
Special  Agent  Jones  at  Seattle,  which  reauest  was  directly  contrary  to  explicit  under- 
standing had  between  himself  and  myself  as  to  the  date  upon  which  Mr.  Jones  would 
be  required  to  return  to  his  work  at  Portland.  Oregon,  and  as  a  consequence  he  was, 
on  June  30,  1909,  advised  that  Mr.  Jones  had  returned  to  Portland,  but  was  subject 
to  call  on  subpoena  at  any  time  necessary  as  a  witness  in  the  Cunningham  group. 

The  matter  of  this  Cunningham  group  was  taken  up  expressly  with  Mr.  Glavis  by 
myself  during  my  official  visit  to  Seattle  during  the  month  of  June,  and  it  was  at  that 
time  distinctly  understood  that  reports  upon  the  Cunningham  group  should  be  sub- 
mitted July  1st  to  this  office,  which  would  be  in  accordance  with  information  furnished 
by  myself  to  the  department  some  sixty  days  before,  to  the  effect  that  reports  in  this 
case  would  be  in  hand  by  July  1st. 

Subsequently,  on  July  1,  1909,  telegram  was  addressed  to  Mr.  Galvis: 

"Reports  must  be  submitted  at  once  as  per  instructions  and  agreement.  You  may, 
of  course,  continue  investigation.  Reports  wanted  now.  Will  send  man  to  Seattle 
to  take  charge  of  investigations  and  conauct  cases  in  near  future.  Meantime,  continue 
your  investigation." 

July  1,  1909,  letter  was  addressed  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  McEniry  at  Denver, 
Colorado,  relative  to  your  detail  to  assist  Mr.  Glavis  at  the  trial  of  these  Cunningham 
cases,  and  there  was  also  forwarded  to  him,  for  you,  at  that  time  a  copy  of  the  Attorney 
General's  opinion  in  the  matter  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases  under  the  new  law. 

July  7,  1909,  this  office  addressed  a  communication  to  Clarence  Cunningham,  agent 
of  the  Cunningham  group,  requesting  him  to  transmit  written  stipulation  waiving 
action  in  these  cases  by  the  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  office,  and  that  this  office  appoint  a 
commissioner  to  take  testimony  at  various  places  where  witnesses  are  located;  that 
said  testimony  may  be  forwarded  directly  to  this  office  for  decision  in  the  first  instance, 
and  that  the  various  defendants  will  accept  service  of  charges  from  this  office  direct; 
and  later,  on  July  13,  1909,  telegram  was  addressed  to  Miles  C.  Moore,  one  of  the 
entrymen  in  the  Cunningham  group,  relative  to  the  letter  addressed  to  Cunningham, 
with  the  further  suggestion  that  the  parties  stipulate  that  all  Cunningham  cases  be 
consolidated  and  proceed  as  one  case. 

July  16,  1909,  Mr.  Glavis  was  directed  to  indicate  the  towns  or  cities  in  the  order 
in  which  testimony  could  be  taken  in  the  Cunningham  group,  and  he  was  further 
advised  that  you  Had  been  assigned  to  assist  him;  and,  under  the  same  date,  like 
advices  were  forwarded  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  McEniry  for  your  information  and 
direction. 

Mr.  Glavis  did  not  comply  with  the  last  wire,  but,  in  lieu  thereof,  stated  that  he 
had  consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  suggested  that  he  request  of 
this  office  whether  the  last  above  wire  with  reference  to  the  order  in  which  the  testi- 
mony shall  be  taken  had  been  sent  after  the  receipt  of  the  telegram  from  Mr.  Glavis 
of  July  6  and  his  further  letter  report  of  July  8. 

July  17,  1909,  replying  to  the  last  telegram  from  Mr.  Glavis,  he  was  advised  as 
follows: 

"Your  wire  sixteenth  in  reference  your  consultation  with  Secretary  received. 
Instructions  heretofore  issued  were  made  in  view  of  your  telegram  sixth .  Your  report 
of  eighth  not  at  hand.    Have  this  day  wired  Sheridan  as  follows : 

"'Your  instructions  Cunningham  case  modified.  You  will  proceed  to  Seattle, 
taking  complete  charge  of  case  with  authority  to  call  for  any  agents  or  assistance 
necessary  to  bring  case  to  prompt  hearing  and  close. ' 
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4 'You  will  render  Sheridan  every  assistance,  meantime  continue  investigations. 
Case  already  consumed  more  time  and  expense  of  men  than  any  other  case  pending. 
Investigation  can  not  proceed  indefinitely.  Results  of  pending  investigation  in 
Alaska  will  p>  into  record  before  concluding  hearing." 

The  foregoing  is  a  brief  summary  of  the  eftorts  made  by  this  office  to  secure  from  its 
field  force  a  final  report  in  the  Cunningham  case,  and  to  permit  the  office  to  take  action 
looking  either  to  the  cancellation  of  the  entries  or  to  their  approval  for  patent. 

Every  report  received  from  Mr.  Glavis  in  this  case  concludes  with  some  statement  or 
observation  as  to  what  future  and  further  investigation  will  develop,  and  leaves  the 

Xrt  in  a  status  which  precludes  this  office  from  taking  any  action;  and  he  has  been 
sed  from  time  to  time  it  is  the  purpose  and  intention  of  this  office  that  there  shall 
be  full  and  complete  investigation  and  advice  prior  to  the  final  action  upon  these 
entries.  It  is  likewise  the  intention  of  this  office  that  these  proceedings  shall  come  to 
a  close,  and  that  these  entries  now  under  investigation  for  a  period  of  two  or  three  years 
shall  either  be  canceled  or  patented.  The  office  appreciates  that  it  has  no  more 
painstaking  and  careful  agent  than  Mr.  Glavis.  and  that  he  is  giving  to  these  entries, 
and  has  given  to  them,  his  best  efforts.  At  the  same  time,  the  proper  and  expeditious 
determination  of  the  field  investigations  at  present  devolve  primarily  upon  myself, 
and  I  am  responsible  for  the  result.  It  was  with  this  matter  in  mind  that  my  letter 
of  October  7, 1908,  was  addressed  to  him,  and  that  my  wire  of  April  20, 1909,  was  sent, 
informing  him  that  the  cases  should  come  to  conclusion,  so  far  as  the  investigation  was 
concerned,  within  sixty  dayB,  and  that  he  might  call  for  whatever  agents  he  might 
require;  and  he  was  likewise — and  has  been— authorized  to  incur  whatever  expense 
may  be  necessary  in  these  investigations.  Notwithstanding  the  explicit  instructions 
contained  in  my  telegram  of  April  20,  1909,  and  the  different  instructions  in  reference 
to  the  Cunningham  case,  Mr.  Glavis  in  his  letter  of  July  8,  1909,  says  that: 

u  Since  the  submission  of  my  report  of  March  23  there* has  been  no  evidence  secured 
in  this  group  of  entries,  for  the  reason  that  the  time  allowed  in  which  to  make  these 
investigations  has  been  too  short  to  complete  the  same,  etc." 

Notwithstanding  Mr.  Gla vis's  statement,  the  record  shows  that  he  had  at  his  disposal 
the  entire  field  force;  and  he  also  had  explicit  notice  that  I  had  pledged  the  entire 
field  force  of  the  department  for  a  report  in  these  cases  at  a  certain  time .  He  has  failed, 
however,  and  the  report  can  not  be  made. 

You  have  been  placed  in  charge  of  the  Cunningham  group  of  Alaska  coal  cases  for 
the  express  purpose  of  properly  completing  the  investigation  speedily;  and  thereafter 
to  conduct  the  hearings  upon  which  the  Government  will  endeavor  to  cancel  the 
claims.  Enough  of  the  record  has  been  recited  to  advise  you  that  I  expect  this  result 
to  be  accomplished. 

You  are  advised  now,  as  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised  heretofore,  that  you  may  call  upon 
me  for  whatever  assistance,  to  the  extent  of  the  field  force  and  the  funds  available, 
you  may  require.  If  it  is  a  matter  of  interviewing  further  entrymen,  you  should  call 
for  a  sufficient  number  of  agents  to  make  these  interviews  at  once.  It  is  my  opinion, 
however,  that  Mr.  Glavis  and  his  agents  have  curried  this  group  of  cases  thoroughly, 
but  as  to  that  I  defer  to  the  opinion  of  yourself  after  you  shall  have  gone  through  the 
record  and  conferred  with  Mr.  Glavis.  In  so  far  as  the  proper  completion  of  the  Cun- 
ningham group  of  cases  may  require  it,  you  are  authorized  to  call  upon  Mr.  Glavis  for 
any  personal  assistance,  including  his  own  services. 

I  am  unable  to  agree  with  Mr.  Glavis' s  letter  of  July  8,  that  the  physical  examination 
of  these  coal  properties  in  Alaska  is  necessary  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  taking  of 
evidence  on  the  question  of  the  good  faith  and  bona  fides  of  the  entrymen.  He  has 
already  been  advised  that,  whatever  the  result  of  these  examinations,  there  will  be 
opportunity  given  to  get  such  results  in  the  record  in  the  hearings. 

Upon  the  completion  of  the  hearings  in  the  Cunningham  cases,  you  will  return  to 
Denver,  Colorado,  and  report  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  McEniry  for  further  duty. 

A  copy  of  this  letter  is  this  day  forwarded  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  for  his 
information. 

Very  respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 


Digitized  by  LiOOQ  IC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.       269 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  on  page  716  is  the  letter  of  Secretary  Wilson, 
beginning  at  the  bottom  of  page  716,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
which  reads  as  follows: 

Department  of  Agricui/turb, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  24, 1909. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sir:  The  telegraphic  report  from  the  district  forester  at  Portland,  Or  eg.,  regarding 
the  Cunningham  group  of  coal  claims  in  Alaska,  mentioned  in  my  letter  to  you  of 
July  21  as  having  been  called  for,  is  received.  The  district  forester  reports  that  he 
has  not  yet  had  opportunity  to  have  these  claims  examined  upon  the  ground.  He 
further  reports  that  four  coal  claims  of  the  Cunningham  group,  which  can  not  yet  be 
designated  specifically,  do  not  contain  workable  coal.  They  should  not  pass  to  patent 
for  that  reason.  The  district  forester  recommends  that  an  examination  of  the  ground 
embraced  in  the  other  claims  of  the  group  be  made  to  determine  whether  they  contain 
workable  coal.  He  also  reports  that  he  will  send  a  coal  expert,  representing  the  Forest 
Service,  to  assist  the  experts  of  the  Land  Office  in  the  examination  of  coal  claims  of  this 
group  in  the  national  forest. 

Until  the  results  of  this  examination  are  available,  it  will  not  be  possible  for  this 
department  to  present  the  facts.  The  question  at  issue  in  these  cases  is  of  such  im- 
portance to  the  people  of  the  Pacific  coast,  and  the  difficulties  in  the  presentation  of 
the  government  8  testimony  are  of  such  a  nature  as  to  make  the  fullest  preparation 
essential.  Accordingly,  I  nave  the  honor  to  request  that  the  date  for  the  hearing  con- 
templated in  these  cases  be  not  fixed  until  the  examination  of  the  ground  is  concluded 
and  its  results  are  available. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

Your  obedient  servant,  James  Wilson,  Secretary. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  let  the  next  letter  come  in  there,  following 
this  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Shall  I  read  it  ? 

The  Chairman.  No;  it  is  not  necessary  to  read  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  All  these  letters,  Mr.  Chairman,  are  going  in  in  their 
chronological  order.     The  next  is  the  letter  appearing  on  page  531. 

The  Chairman.  Does  the  stenographer  understand  that  the  letter 
of  July  29,  on  that  page,  719,  goes  in? 

(The  letter  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  July  29,  1909. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Sir:  Replying  to  your  letters  of  July  21  and  24,  1909,  requesting  delay  in  holding 
hearings  involving  coal-land  entries  in  the  Cunningham  group,  Juneau  (Alaska)  land 
district,  I  have  to  advise  you  that  this  department  will  glaaly  cooperate  with  your 
department  in  obtaining  the  material  facts  with  reference  to  these  claims  and  will 
take  proper  action  when  the  reports  are  received.  However,  these  entries  have  now 
been  suspended  for  three  years,  and  it  is  important  that  very  early  action  be  had 
relative  thereto,  not  only  because  of  the  personal  interests  of  the  claimants,  but  of 
the  vital  importance,  both  to  the  people  of  Alaska  and  to  the  Government,  that  some 
portion  of  the  Alaska  coal  deposits  be  available  for  use. 

I  have  therefore  to  request  that  the  Forest  Service  be  directed  to  expedite  in  every 
possible  manner  whatever  investigation  it  may  desire  to  make,  and  to  file  its  findings 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Very  respectfully,  Frank  Pierce, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  handing  a  list  of  all  the  letters  that  we  want 
put  in  to  the  stenographer.     Would  you  prefer  that  I  read  that  list? 
The  Chairman.  Now,  go  on  and  offer  your  evidence. 

-vol  1—10 19 
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Mr.  Bbandeis.  On  page  531,  the  telegram  of  Schwartz  to  Dennett: 

[Telegram.] 

P-HHS.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

Sent  (red  pencil).  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  21,  1909. 
Commissioner  Fred  Dennett, 

Care  Secretary  R.  A.  Bollinger,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Zyda:  Tobildnomd  has  roddol  from  Persegri  elakamidamk  in  Pofoser  fafalaing 
ficacoment  of  the  Summamkyin  voilamko  until  Lunove.  Cyij  filatins  Krifac  jledo 
or  bejahd  hafel  losomdrh  in  niddol.  Figosa  Krifac  to  cyei  hoon  sebh  yac  babir  to 
Cyij,  it  being  moseccilh  to  todolnamo  nedafo  povamt  podipa  figote  for  cusy  remk 
tor  in.    Cyclatim  fenores  denellej  for  Coiddro  with  lccacdimdc. 

(Signed)  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assisting  Commissioner. 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  the  telegram  above  in  cipher  is  the  same. 
Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is,  I  understand  the  translation. 
The  Chairman.  Well,  both  will  go  in. 
(The  translation  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Department  has  letter  from  Secretary  of  Agriculture  originating  in  Forest  Service 
asking  postponement  of  the  Cunningham  hearings  until  November.  Shaw  says 
Glavis  wrote  or  wired  him  recently  in  matter.  Require  Glavis  to  show  you  copy  his 
letter  to  Shaw,  it  being  necessary  to  determine  motive  behind  Agriculture's  request 
for  such  long  delay.    Sheridan  leaves  to-morrow  for  Seattle  with  assistants. 

Mr.  Murphy  (pencil). 
Official  business.    Government  rate. 


Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  there  is  a  letter  on  page  427,  from  Dennett  to 
Schwartz,  dated  Seattle,  Wash.,  July  22, 1909,  which  reads  as  follows: 
The  Chairman.  Is  there  any  necessity  for  reading  it? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  that  letter  is  important  [reading]: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Seattle,  Wash.,  July  22, 1909. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Assistant  Acting  Commissioner,  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Schwartz:  I  have  talked  again  with  Glavis  and  find  that  the  only  com- 
munication he  had  with  Shaw  was  his  telegram.  However,  Shaw  sent  Pierce  here, 
he  arriving  on  the  19th  and  staying  until  21st,  and  went  over  all  the  cases  with 
Glavis.  There  are  21  claims  in  the  forest  reserve.  Glavis  seems  to  have  taken  up 
with  Pierce,  the  law  officer  of  the  Forestry,  the  question  of  supplying  a  man  who 
would  be  a  coal  expert  to  go  in  and  help  Kennedy,  suggesting  the  name  of  Wyngate 
at  Astoria;  they  have  agreed,  and  it  is  a  question  witn  me  whether  we  should  now 
stop  it  or  allow  him  to  go  in,  21  of  the  claims  being  in  the  forest,  and  we  getting  the 
benefit  of  his  knowledge. 

Glavis  states  that  he  was  desirous  of  having  the  field  investigation  completed  in 
order  to  get  the  reports  as  to  the  single  tunnel  done  for  the  work  on  all  the  claims,  or 
other  data  in  regard  to  improvements  which  would  lead  to  evidence  showing  the 
cooperation  and  intent  to  form  a  company.  He  also  desires  to  get  such  statements  as  to 
remarks  that  may  have  been  made  by  Cunningham  showing  that  Cunningham  was 
operating  for  a  company.  He  hopes,  with  this  evidence  from  the  field  and  documen- 
tary evidence,  to  establish  a  prima  facie  case  and  get  the  benefit  of  cross-examining 
their  witnesses.  He  states  that  the  idea  of  field  investigation  waB  one  which  he  got 
from  you.  He  seems  to  think  that  further  evidence  was  necessary  and  that  we  were 
unduly  pressing  him;  he  tries  to  evade  the  proposition  of  our  offering  all  the  help  he 
asked,  on  the  ground  that  the  cases  needed  investigation  by  one  head  who  should  keep 
his  finger  on  the  matter  all  the  time  and  investigate  personally;  he  also  states  that  we 
refusea  him  Jones,  but  candidly  admits  that  we  offered  him  every  help  he  might  desire 
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otherwise.  I  told  him  that  I  wished  he  had  waited  until  I  came  and  not  taken  upon 
himself  telegraphing  to  Shaw,  as  it  occurred  to  me,  to  be  calling  upon  another  bureau 
to  find  fault  with  our  action,  and  especially  with  a  bureau  which  has  been  trying  to 
pick  flaws  in  our  conduct  of  cases.  I  have  wired  Judge  Ballinger,  as  you  suggested, 
that  under  existing  conditions  I  think  it  would  be  wrong  to  set  these  cases  for  hearing 
immediately.    Will  take  this  feature  up  with  Judge  Ballinger  by  correspondence. 

Glavis  has  these  coal  cases  on  the  brain  and  can  not  see  anything  but  just  one  line. 
I  have  told  him  how  it  looks  to  us  and  have  reminded  him  of  everything  that  we  have 
done  for  him  and  that  it  looks  as  if  he  were  returning  our  favors  by  not  standing  by  us 
as  he  ought  to.  He  has  not  acted  as  you  or  I  would  act  under  similar  conditions. 
It  looks  a  little  treacherous  to  me,  this  calling  in  the  Forestry. 

Received  your  wire  about  Sheridan  leaving  for  this  town.  I  have  not  told  you  to 
hold  Sheridan,  as  I  think  it  would  be  a  good  idea  for  him  to  go  over  all  the  papers  and 
see  what  he  thought  of  the  case.  If  the  trials  are  postponed  until  November,  what  do 
you  think  we  had  better  do  with  him?  November  was  evidently  the  date  suggested 
t  by  Glavis  to  the  law  officer  of  the  Forestry  in  order  that  Kennedy  might  return  from 
'  the  field  in  Alaska;  he  could  be  called  in  earlier  if  he  only  worked  on  the  Cunningham 
case,  but  at  present  that  would  be  false  economy. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  it  might  be  well  for  you  to  take  a  hurried  run  out  here. 
If  you  do,  I  will  return  here  to  meet  you  at  time  set.  I  have  held  Glavis  here  until 
next  Monday. 

Very  respectfully,  Fred  Dennett,  Commissioner. 

Then  there  is  a  telegram  on  page  74  from  Dennett  to  Secretary 
Ballinger,  dated  July  22,  which  reads  as  follows: 

July  22. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Hermiston,  Oreg.: 
Advise  telegraphing  Schwartz  authorizing  him  to  delay  issuing  notices  in  important 
cases  subject  to  our  talk  here  until  Sheridan  can  examine  evidence  obtained. 

Dennett. 

Then  there  is  a  telegram  from  Ballinger  on  the  same  page,  74,  of 
July  23  to  Dennett  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  which  reads  as  follows: 

July  23. 
Dennett, 

Untied  States  Land  Office,  Seattle,  Wash.; 
r  Considering  my  personal  reluctance  to  direct  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  cases  you 
should  make  necessary  directions  to  Schwartz. 

Ballinger. 

Then  there  is  a  letter  from  Dennett  to  Ballinger  under  date  of 
July  23,  1909,  same  page,  74. 

The  Chairman.  What  letter  is  that? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  A  letter  from  Dennett  to  Mr.  Ballinger. 

The  Chairman.  At  the  foot  of  the  page? 

Mr.  Brandies.  No;  it  is  in  the  middle  of  the  page,  and  it  reads  as 
follows: 

Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Boise  City,  Idaho. 
My  Dear  Judge  :  I  telegraphed  to  you  yesterday  ad  vising  authorization  to  Schwartz 
not  to  set  the  Cunningham  cases  for  trial  immediately.  The  situation  is  as  follows: 
Twenty-one  claims  are  on  the  forest  reserve;  Glavis  has  so  advised  the  forester,  and 
he  has  joined  him  in  moving  for  a  delay  until  Kennedy  can  return  from  Alaska  with 
his  report  of  the  field  investigation.  Glavis  seems  to  expect  a  showing  upon  the 
field  which  would  indicate  that  all  developments  have  been  done  with  the  evident 
purpose  of  advancing  a  single  interest.  He  also  desires  to  find  out  in  what  manner 
the  employees  were  paid,  and  information  of  this  kind.  Both  Schwartz  and  myself 
▼ere  of  the  opinion  that  he  could  go  to  trial  on  the  evidence  already  obtained. 
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I  have  no  recollection  that  the  matter  of  field  investigation  was  taken  up  with  me, 
although  I  am  not  certain  on  this  point.  Schwartz  telegraphs  me  that  the  Agricul- 
tural Department  has  requested  the  postponement,  and  under  all  the  circumstances 
I  will  recommend  that  their  request  be  acquiesced  in. 

Am  just  in  receipt  of  telegram  from  Schwartz  as  follows: 

14 President  has  increased  special  agent  land  office  excepted  places  to  ten,  but 
desires  to  be  consulted  upon  such  appointments.    Matter  originated  in  this  office. 

"Schwartz." 

I  do  not  know  anything  about  this  proposition,  or  that  it  had  been  taken  up  with 
the  President. 

Very  truly,  Fred  Dennett,  Commissioner. 

Then,  on  page  531,  under  date  of  July  23,  the  telegram  of  Dennett 
to  Schwartz,  which  reads  as  follows : 

[Telegram.] 

Seattle,  July  W,  1909. 
To  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Assistant  Acting  Commissioner, 

General  Land  Office,  Washington,  D.  C.- 
November evidently  suggested  by  Glavis,  who  desires  report  field  examination 
before  trial.    If  assistants  for  Sheridan  not  started,  stop  them  and  let  Sheridan  come 
alone  for  the  present. 

Dennett,  Commissioner. 

Then,  on  page  716,  the  telegram  of  Dennett  to  Schwartz,  dated 
July  23,  which  reads  as  follows: 

Seattle,  Wash.,  July  23,  1909. 
H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Secretary  desires  to  refrain  from  any  action  in  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  pases.     I 
authorize  you  to  recommend  to  Acting  Secretary  Pierce  to  acquiesce  in  request  of 
Forestry  not  to  set  cases  for  hearing  immediately. 

Dennett,  Commissioner, 
And  July  24. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  already  in. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  already  in.  Now,  on  July  26,  Glavis  te 
Dennett,  page  273;  it  begins  on  page  273,  but  it  is  a  long  and  full 
report,  and  it  ends  on  page  276.  It  is  only  the  last  paragraph  that 
I  will  trouble  to  read  now  [reading] : 

"Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  yesterday.  Affidavits  transmitted  21st.  No 
admission  made  by  claimants/' 

I  was  therefore  very  much  surprised  to  have  since  received  affidavits  and  verbal 
statements  from  persons  interested  in  the  acquisition  of  the  Alaska  coal  fields,  in 
which  they  admit,  or  give  every  reason  to  believe,  that  they  were  attempting  to 
fraudulently  acquire  title,  and  also  state  that  such  admissions  were  made  to  you 
personally  while  in  Washington  endeavoring  to  secure  such  legislation  that  would 
validate  these  fraudulent  claims.  Owing  to  their  avowed  friendship  and  admiration 
of  you,  I  was  unable  to  detect  their  motive  in  the  premises,  and  can  not,  therefore, 
reconcile  their  statements  to  the  telegram  above  quoted. 

I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  this  phase  of  the  investigation  my  personal  attention 
upon  receipt  from  you  of  more  definite  information. 
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(The  letter  referred  to  reads  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
General  Land  Office, 
Seattle,  Wash.,  July  t6,  1909, 
Hon.  Fred  Dennett, 

Commissioner  General  Land  Office,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Sir:  In  accordance  with  your  verbal  instructions  of  yesterday,  I  have  the  honor 
to  report  the  present  status  of  the  investigation  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

During  the  present  month  I  have  submitted  final  adverse  reports  on  the  following 
groups: 


Group. 


Filing* 
Involved. 


Brown 52 

Boshnell I  23 

Christopher ;  36 

Dkkerman '  6 

Doughten I  39 

Dnnn 40 

Letcher ,  4 

IfcAlpine 02 

Maokey „ |  66 

Sixnmonds 34 

Stracey ; I  36 

Watson 39 


Total  number. 


Further  investigation  is  unnecessary  in  these  cases,  excepting  as  stated  in  my 
report  covering  the  Buahnell,  McAlpme,  and  Mackey  groups.  I  desire  to  secure 
some  additional  documentary  evidence  in  connection  with  the  Michigan-Alaska 
Development  Company.    This  will  only  require  a  few  days. 

The  examination  in  the  field  may  strengthen  these  cases,  and  hearings  should  not 
be  set  until  the  result  of  such  examination  is  ascertained. 

Favorable  reports  have  this  month  been  submitted  on  the  following  cases: 


Group. 


Flint 

Harkrader. . 
Krepting... 
Runnells... 

Walsh 

Warddell... 
White 


Filings 
involved. 


And  may  therefore  receive  attention  with  a  view  to  the  issuance  of  patent. 

Favorable  report  was  also  made  on  25  of  the  filings  embraced  in  tne  Watson  group, 
but  I  have  this  date  recommended  that  action  be  deferred  thereon  pending  further 
investigation,  as  I  am  in  receipt  of  an  affidavit  taken  by  Special  Agent  Andrew  Ken- 
nedy containing  information  that  warrants  such  action. 
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Final  reports  in  reference  to  the  following  cases  have  not  been  made: 


Group. 

,  Filing* 
Involved. 

Barrett 

r                       5 

Chetum 

;             12 

Cunningham 

1              33 

Feed 

8 

Foster 

i              31 

Qreen ^ 

1              zt 

Hartline 

16 

Hunt. 

t ...                  12 

Jeter 

10 

Kelley 

37 

McTTeniy.    . 

8 

If  isrollaneous 

i              24 

Morrow , 

..............           .  '                4 

Rath  bone , 

............  ..                             & 

Smith 

20 

Btracey , 

...............  .                        43 

Thurston .  ,,...,,..     

8 

Welb 

Watson , 

25 

Wllloughby , 

Youngf. . .  r 

20 

i 

As  I  explained  to  you  yesterday,  most  of  the  evidence  in  the  above  cases  has  already 
been  secured,  and  it  will  be  possible  to  submit  final  report  on  all  of  these  cases  prior  to 
November  1,  and  on  said  date  I  shall  be  ready  to  proceed  with  the  hearings.  These 
cases  are  awaiting  the  result  of  the  field  investigations  now  being  made,  and  by  Novem- 
ber 1  every  part  of  this  work,  including  the  making  of  maps,  etc.,  and  the  completion 
of  any  evidence  that  may  be  secured  from  those  in  tne  coal  field,  will  be  ready  for  final 
report.  There  is  also  further  evidence  here  that  must  be  gathered.  This  I  can  com- 
plete prior  to  November  1. 

In  order,  however,  to  properly  attend  to  the  routine  work,  such  as  the  pending 
hearings  on  other  entries,  nela  examinations,  and  such  other  routine  matters  requiring 
attention,  I  believe  the  services  of  an  experienced  special  agent  advisable,  and,  as  I 
understand,  Special  Agent  Charles  0.  Pollard's  transfer  from  Portland  has  been  recom- 
mended, I  respectfully  suggest  that  he  be  assigned  here,  since  he  has  had  much  expe- 
rience in  the  handling  of  all  kinds  of  cases,  and  would  also  be  very  useful  when  the 
testimony  in  the  coal  cases  is  taken. 

Upon  your  arrival  here  you  expressed  surprise  that  investigations  of  all  the  cases 
were  not  completed,  since  you  had,  under  date  of  April  20,  1909,  wired  me  that  the 
Alaska  coal  investigations  muet  be  completed  within  sixty  days,  and  offered  to  furnish 
me  all  the  agents  necessary  to  do  so.  I  then  called  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  through  no  fault  of  my  own  that  the  investigations  were  not  completed  many 
months  ago;  that  during  a  portion  of  April  and  May,  1908,  I  had  started:  this  investi- 
gation, with  the  intention  of  completing  all  the  investigations  before  taking  up  any 
other  work.  The  investigation  that  was  made  at  that  time  was  disclosing  a  great  deal 
of  fraud  among  the  coal  claimants,  and,  as  you  were  advised  by  telegram,  we  were 
uncovering  a  great  deal  of  fraud  which  involved  a  great  many  prominent  people  in 
the  State  of  Washington,  as  well  as  implicating  a  United  States  Senator.  You,  how- 
ever, directed  me  to  postpone  taking  further  evidence  in  these  cases,  although  I 
advised  you  at  that  time,  in  reply  to  said  instructions,  to  postpone  action  would 
greatly  lessen  the  Government's  chances  of  securing  sufficient  evidence  to  cancel 
these  fraudulent  applications. 

On  October  7,  1908,  you  directed  me  to  again  resume  investigation  of  these  coal 
entries,  with  a  view  to  submitting  final  reports.  It  was  therefore  impossible  to  com- 
plete the  investigations  until  this  summer,  on  account  of  the  deep  snow  covering 
the  claims  and  preventing  a  field  examination,  which  Mr.  Schwartz,  as  well  as  myself, 
recognized  to  be  very  important  and  material  to  the  Government.  Mr.  Schwartz 
laid  great  stress  upon  the  importance  of  this  phase  of  the  investigation,  and,  as  he 
stated,  an  investigation  would  probably  show,  as  was  indicated  by  the  evidence 
already  secured,  that  all  the  wort  done  on  the  various  groups  was  done  with  the  sole 
intention  of  combining  their  claims  and  mining  the  coal  thereon  for  the  joint  benefit 
of  the  claimants. 

Upon  receipt  of  your  telegram  of  April  20,  1909,  advising  me  that  the  investigations 
must  be  completed  within  sixty  days,  I  advised  on  thewtme  date  that  the  snow  on 
the  ground  would  prevent  field  examination  until  JuJ^.  However,  I  at  once  com- 
menced securing  evidence  necessary  to  be  obtained  <n  the  States,  and  this  evidence 
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has  already  been  secured,  excepting  that  which  can  now  be  completed  before  the  re- 
turn of  Agents  Kennedy  and  Stoner,  who  are  making  the  necessary  field  examinations, 
which  I  have  above  stated  Mr.  Schwartz  recognized  as  being  very  material  to  the 
Government's  cases,  and  I  therefore  knew  that  the  investigations  could  not  be  com- 
pleted until  such  field  examinations  were  made,  and,  as  shown  by  my  telegram  above 
mentioned,  I  knew  that  such  examination  could  not  be  commenced,  owing  to  the 
snow  covering  the  ground,  until  the  month  of  July. 

You  also  stated  that  you  were  particularly  anxious  to  proceed  to  hearing  with  the 
Cunningham  group  of  cases  and  asked  me  whether  or  not  we  could  proceed  at  this 
time,  before  the  investigations  in  the  field  were  completed.  I  stated  to  you  that  I  was 
convinced  this  could  not  properly  be  done,  for  the  reason  that  if  we  proceeded  with 
the  hearing  at  this  time  it  would  be  necessary  to  use  the  claimants  as  our  witnesses, 
but  that  if  we  waited  for  the  result  of  the  field  examinations  and  the  evidence  that 
would  be  collected  upon  the  ground,  that  the  Government  would  be  enabled  to  make  a 
prima  facie  case  upon  such  snowing  when  corroborated  by  the  documentary  evidence 
in  my  possession,  and  also  that  there  were  four  claims  mentioned  by  Mr.  Cunningham's 
expert  and  by  Mr.  Cunningham  as  not  being  chiefly  valuable  for  its  coal.  The  claims 
were  not  designated,  and  it  was  therefore  necessary  that  a  field  investigation  be  first 
made  in  order  to  determine  what  particular  claims  were  not  chiefly  valuable  for  their 
coal,  and,  as  I  pointed  out  to  you  m  our  conversation,  by  proceeding  along  these  lines 
the  Government  having  made  a  prima  facie  case  upon  such  a  showing,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  claimants  to  go  upon  the  stand  in  their  own  behalf  in  order  to  make  ' 
any  defense  at  all;  that  if  they  dicf  so  the  affidavits  secured  by  me,  in  which  they  ad- 
mitted an  unlawful  agreement,  would  enable  the  Government  to  cross-examine  them 
and  discredit  any  sucn  testimony  they  might  offer.  And,  in  view  of  your  recent  tele- 
graphic instructions  directing  that  the  hearings  in  the  Cunningham  cases  be  not  set  at 
this  time  and  giving  me  until  November  to  complete  these  investigations,  I  presume 
you  were  favorably  impressed  with  my  position  in  the  premises,  as  you  intimated 
from  your  conversation  that  your  office  has  probably  overlooked  the  importance  of  this 
feature  of  the  investigations. 

Another  phase  of  the  investigation  to  which  I  beg  to  most  earnestly  call  your  atten- 
tion is  my  telegram  to  you  dated  June  23,  1909,  as  follows: 

"Have  not  received  affidavits  left  in  Washington  to  be  copied.  Have  any  admis- 
sions been  made  to  you  by  Alaska  coal  claimants?  Answer  by  wire  quick,  and  please 
write  synopsis  of  such  admissions.     Same  might  aid  investigations.' ' 

Under  date  of  June  24,  1909,  you  replied  as  follows: 

" Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  yesterday.  Affidavits  transmitted  21st.  No 
admissions  made  by  claimants." 

I  was  therefore  very  much  surprised  to  have  since  received  affidavits  and  verbal 
statements  from  persons  interested  in  the  acquisition  of  the  Alaska  coal  fields,  in  which 
they  admit,  or  give  every  reason  to  believe,  that  they  were  attempting  to  fraudulently 
acquire  title,  and  also  state  that  such  admissions  were  made  to  you  personally  while  in 
Washington  endeavoring  to  secure  such  legislation  that  would  validate  these  fraud- 
ulent claims.  Owing  to  their  avowed  friendship  and  admiration  of  you,  I  was  unable 
to  detect  their  motive  in  the  premises,  and  can  not,  therefore,  reconcile  their  state- 
ments to  the  telegram  above  quoted. 

I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  this  phase  of  the  investigation  my  personal  attention  upon 
receipt  from  you  of  more  definite  information. 

Then  there  is  a  memorandum — perhaps  I  ought  to  read  what  fol- 
lows : 

MEMORANDUM. 

In  reply  to  your  last  query  I  have  no  recollection  of  an  explicit  admission  by 
Mr.  Harriman  that  the  Alaska  Petroleum  Coal  Company  was  organized  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  over  the  coal  claims,  or  was  to  take  the  coal  claims,  or  was 
to  have  interest  in  the  coal  claims.  My  recollection  is,  in  talking  with  him  and 
with  other  Alaskans,  there  was  a  virtual  admission  that  these  claims  were  to  be 
operated  together. 

My  attention  was  first  called  to  the  coal  feature  of  the  Petroleum  Oil  and 
Coal  Company,  as  I  recollect  it,  by  the  production  of  an  advertisement  in  a  mag- 
azine advertising  the  coal  company  as  being  in  possession  of  coal  claims  shown 
me  by  you  in  Portland  in  1908.  The  conversation  with  Harriman  was,  in  my 
recollection,  a  general  one  and  not  a  specific  one. 

(Sent  with  foregoing  by  Mr.  Dennett.) 
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What  was  that  memorandum  j  do  vou  know  anything  about  that. 
Mr.  Glavist 

Mr.  Glavis  (after  looking  at  Senate  Document  248).  That  is  a 
statement  from  Mr.  Dennett — he  started  to  dictate  a  reply  to  that  let- 
ter in  my  presence,  and  got  that  far  with  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  Mr.  Dennett's  own  dictation,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  he  send  that  to  you,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  was  present  with  him  when  he  dictated  it 
to  a  stenographer. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  it  signed  bv  Mr.  Dennett? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  started  out  to  dictate  quite  a  letter  about  it  to  an- 
swer my  statement.  Mr.  Brandeis  should  have  read  a  telegram  be- 
fore that. 

Mr.  Denby.  Is  this  authorized  by  Mr.  Dennett;  that  memorandum? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  dictated  it. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  know,  but  did  he  send  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  How  does  it  come  in  here  then  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know ;  he  put  it  in  as  a  part  of  his  answer  in 
the  statement. 

The  Chairman.  I  think,  but  I  am  not  sure— Mr.  Brandeis  will 
correct  me  if  I  am  wrong — I  think  that  is  a  part  of  Mr.  Dennett's 
own  statement,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Cotton.  It  is  a  part  of  Mr.  Schwartz's  statement,  from  the 
record. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  not  a  part  of  Mr.  Dennett's  answer  in  re- 
sponse to  the  President? 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  think  it  is  part  of  Mr.  Schwartz's  answer. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  it  is  a  part  of  Mr.  Dennett's  answer. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  my  impression;  it  is  a  part  of  Mr.  Den- 
nett's answer,  so  that  he  practically  admits  it  to  be  his  own. 

Senator  Root.  It  is  a  part  of  Mr.  Schwartz's  report. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  were  going  to  add  something  in  regard  to  that, 
I  do  not  know  whether  you  answered  Mr.  Denby's  question  or  not. 

Mr.  Denby.  Yes.  I  was  simply  trying  to  find  out  how  this  frag- 
mentary report  got  into  the  record  at  all. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  THe  next  is  a  telegram  on  page  532,  in  the  middle 
of  the  page,  from  Mr.  Dennett  to  Schwartz,  dated  July  26,  and  reads 
as  follows: 

[The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 

July  28,  1900. 
Received  at  182ch    xa    g    86    Collect    OR 
BxSeattle,  Wash.,  July  26. 

H.  H.  Schwartz,  Answered  (pencil). 

Acting  Asst.  Commr.t  General  Land  Ofc,  Washn.,  D.  C: 
Sheridan  concurs  in  advisability  waiting  arrival  of  Kennedy  and  Stoner  from 
Alaska.  Could  proceed  to  trial  October  fifteenth  and  make  report  other  cases 
after  trial  present  case.  Other  alternative,  recall  Kennedy  and  Stoner  from 
Alaska  after  examination  claims  in  question  without  examining  other  claims. 
Latter  course  hardly  desirable.  If  concurred  in,  return  Phillips  and  Smith  to 
Denver.  Glavis  reports  ability  overtake  his  work  first  of  year.  No  necessity 
for  you  to  come. 

Dennett,  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Murphy  (pencil). 
Copies  by  FRL. 
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What  does  that  mean — "  Glavis  reports  ability  overtake  his  work 
first  ofyear?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  Mr.  Dennett  that  with  the  present  f orc£  I  could 
complete  all  the  Alaska  field  investigation  and  the  Alaska  investi- 
gations in  the  States,  and  also  bring  up  the  work — the  current  work — 
right  up  to  date  by  January  1  of  this  year. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  there  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Sheridan,  on  page 
532,  the  substance  of  which  is  communicated  in  Mr.  Dennett's  letter 
of  January  26.  I  call  attention  only  to  the  last  paragraph  of  that 
letter,  which  appears  on  page  534,  in  which  Mr.  Sheridan  says: 

I  desire  to  state  that  in  reaching:  my  conclusions  on  this  matter  find  in  making 
my  recommendations,  I  have  been  influenced  solely  by  the  facts  in  the  case  as 
they  appear  from  the  record  evidence  available  and  from  my  own  best  judg- 
ment of  the  matter.  Mr.  Glavis  has  in  no  way  attempted  to  influence  me  on 
this  matter  and  I  had  made  up  my  mind  as  to  what  I  thought  best  to  do  in  the 
premises  before  I  conferred  with  him  on  this  case  in  detail,  hence  I  wish  to  as- 
sume entire  responsibility  for  the  recommendation  which  I  make  in  this  com- 
munication. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

The  letter  reads  as  follows : 

83766.     Registered  G.  L.  O.,  Aug.  2,  1909.     Referred  to .     Assigned  to        -. 

Answered  by .    Noted.    File. 

(Pen)  Sheridan,  James  M.     (S.  A.) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Seattle,  Mash.,  July  27,  1909. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  of  Field  Service,  G.  h.  (>.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  I  arrived  in  Seattle  on  the  afternoon  of  the  24th  inst.,  and  immediately 
conferred  with  Mr.  Glavis  on  the  Cunningham  case.  Mr.  Glavis  turned  over  to 
me  all  correspondence  on  file  in  his  office  relative  to  this  case,  and  I  immediately 
proceeded  to  study  the  same  with  a  view  to  deciding  what  action  should  be  taken 
in  the  premises. 

The  correspondence  is  rather  voluminous  and  required  my  time  until  yester- 
day to  digest  its  contents.  After  conferring  with  Mr.  Glavis  fully  on  this  mat- 
ter and  weighing  carefully  all  of  the  record  evidence  in  his  possession,  the 
following  appeared  to  be  the  principal  points  to  be  considered  in  this  case : 

First.  As  regards  the  value  of  the  record  evidence  in  the  possession  of  Mr. 
Glavis: 

There  are  a  number  of  affidavits  from  the  entry  men  which  corroborate  the 
original  affidavit  of  Mr.  Cunningham,  dated  March  6th,  1908.  In  fact,  Mr. 
Glavis  sent  copies  of  this  affidavit  to  various  of  the  coal  claimants  whom  Mr. 
Cunningham  says  he  represented  and  their  corroboration  of  the  Cunningham 
affidavit  was  made  on  a  sheet  attached  thereto  and  then  returned  to  Mr.  Glavis. 
This  procedure  was  observed  generally.  The  affidavits  show  a  practically 
uniform  concurrence  in  the  statements  made  by  Mr.  Cunningham  in  his  affi- 
davit, already  referred  to.     Mr.  Cunningham  says: 

"  We  have  an  understanding  that  when  the  patents  have  been  secured  we 
would  form  a  company  for  the  development  of  the  coal  fields,  but  none  of  the" 
claims  were  taken  up  for  the  benefit  of  a  corporation,  but  merely  with  the 
idea  when  titles  were  secured  we  would  combine  our  claims  and  work  the  coal 
field  for  ourselves." 

This  is  plainly  declared  to  be  illegal  and  in  direct  violation  of  the  law,  as  will 
appear  from  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  dated  June  12,  1909,  and  ad- 
dressed to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  from  which  I  quote : 

"3.  A  verbal  agreement  by  two  or  more  entrymen  made  prior  to  the  Initia- 
tion of  the  entry  that  upon  issuance  of  patent  the  entries  would  be  consolidated 
and  mined  at  the  joint  expense  of  each  claimant,  share  and  share  alike." 

Regarding  which  the  Attorney-General  says : 

"  The  consummation  of  any  of  the  agreements  or  contracts  mentioned  in  any 
of  the  three  above-quoted  paragraphs  would  have  vested  in  one  association 
or  corporation  the  title  to  the  lands  embraced  in  several  entries  is  a  clear 
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violation  of  section  2860,  R.  S.,  which  provides  that  *  the  three  preceding  sec- 
tions shall  be  held  to  authorize  only  oue  entry  by  the  same  iiersou  or  associa- 
tion of  persons.' " 

The  record  evidence  of  course  is  strong  on  this  ix>int,  and  if  there  were  no 
conflict  all  would  be  well,  but  an  affidavit  of  Horace  M.  Davenport,  dated  July 
10,  1909,  states : 

"  If  there  was  any  company  In  connection  with  the  coal  claims  I  was  not 
a  party  to  it,  and  know  nothing  about  any  company  or  any  plan  to  group  the 
several  claims.  Mr.  Cunningham  never  made  any  proposition  to  me  that  he 
would  sell  my  claim  and  get  one-eighth  of  the  profit  derived  from  same." 

Furthermore,  in  an  additional  affidavit  of  Mr.  Cunningham,  dated  September 
4,  1908,  Mr.  Cunningham  proceeds  to  explain  away  the  significance  of  the  nota- 
tion made  by  him  in  his  journal  concerning  his  relation  with  the  coal  claim- 
ants in  this  case. 

From  the  foregoing  It  is  apparent  that  there  is  going  to  be  an  entire  change 
of  front  from  what  was  originally  set  out  In  the  first  Cunningham  affidavit 
and  that,  beyond  a  question,  the  claimants  will  be  coached  In  accordance  with 
Cunningham's  desire  in  this  matter.  This  will  give  an  entire  conflict  and 
would  leave  the  case,  as  regards  the  record  evidence,  in  a  very  Jumbled  con- 
dition. 

Second.  As  regards  the  Government's  witnesses  available  at  this  time  in  case 
a  hearing  were  to  be  Immediately  taken  up,  Special  Agents  S.  M.  Stoner  and 
Andrew  Kennedy  are  absent  in  Alaska  at  present,  and  from  what  I  learn  from 
Mr.  Glavls  their  instructions  were  not  such  as  necessarily  to  have  them  com- 
plete the  examination  of  the  Cunningham  group  before  considering  several  other 
groups  under  investigation  there  also ;  hence  it  is  not  at  present  known  whether 
or  not  they  would  be  of  any  use  if  immediately  called,  as  it  may  well  be,  but 
that  they  have  spent  their  time  examining  other  than  the  Cunningham  group 
to  date.  Again,  with  the  best  possible  speed,  they  could  hardly  return  to 
Seattle  before  a  month  from  now.  Timber  Expert  Ames,  of  the. Forestry  De- 
partment, I  am  informed,  Is  now  In  Alaska  and  on  his  way  to  the  Cunningham 
fcroup.  Now,  Inasmuch  as  four  of  the  thirty-three  entries  in  this  Cunningham 
group  were  taken  up  for  their  timber  rather  than  their  coal  values— for  it  is 
conceded  by  the  parties  interested  that  they  are  not  valuable  as  coal  lands — the 
condition  of  these  four  entries  as  regards  their  timber  would  be  a  material  piece 
of  evidence;  for  it  appears  from  the  record  evidence  now  in  the  possession  of 
Mr.  Glavis  that  the  entrymen  who  took  up  these  four  entries  have  been  simi- 
larly assessed  with  those  who  took  up  the  coal  entries.  Therefore  it  is  logical 
to  assume  that,  the  assessment  being  the  same  and  the  values  of  the  lands  de- 
cidedly different,  these  timber  lands,  if  such  they  be,  were  taken  up  as  a  com- 
munity proposition  to  be  utilized  by  all  of  the  claimants  in  connection  with  their 
general  scheme  of  Jointly  developing  the  entire  tract  for  all.  If  this  assumption 
be  correct,  it  is,  of  course,  very  desirable  to  establish  the  exact  condition  of 
these  four  entries  as  regards  their  timber.  Again,  from  what  I  can  learn  from 
the  record  evidence  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Glavls,  and  which  is  supported  by 
his  own  personal  opinion  of  the  situation,  it  appears  that  nearly  all  of  the  money 
expended  was  on  one  general  tunnel,  which  necessarily  would  be  of  immediate 
benefit  only  to  the  entry  upon  which  it  is  constructed  and  perhaps  a  few  adjoin- 
ing entries.  It  will  be  apparent  to  you  from  this  situation  that  a  map  of  the 
actual  conditions  on  the  ground  as  regards  development  and  timber  is  essential 
to  establish  the  Government's  contention.  From  the  record  evidence  it  appears 
that  Mr.  Cunningham  will  contend  that  thirty-odd  openings  have  been  made  on 
these  entries,  his  aim  being  to  show  that  they  were  individual  and  Independent 
concerns.  Now,  if,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  a  map  made  on  the  ground  shows  this 
not  to  be  the  case,  and  that  all  development  properly  so  called  was  upon  one 
main  tunnel,  you  can  realize  how  strong  will  be  the  Government's  case,  and  how 
easy  a  matter  It  will  be  to  defeat  these  entries. 

From  my  past  experience  in  conducting  hearings,  and  after  a  careful  study 
of  the  record  evidence  available,  I  can  readily  see  what  the  plan  of  the  defense 
is.  Should  we  proceed  to  the  hearing  without  the  assistance  of  an  engineer  and 
coal  expert,  such  as  Mr.  Kennedy  Is,  they  might  readily  contend  many  things 
to  strengthen  their  case  which  we  would  be  unable  to  refute  for  want  of  a 
thorough  knowledge  of  the  actual  conditions  on  the  ground.  This,  of  course, 
would  prove  a  serious  impediment  to  the  success  of  our  contention ;  and,  inas- 
much as  there  are  over  five  thousand  acres  of  land  involved,  most  of  which  is 
conceded  to  be  valuable  coal  land,  I  feel  that  it  is  only  safe  and  consistent  to 
have  an  exhibit  at  the  hearing  setting  out  developments,  Improvements,  and 
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timber  conditions  on  this  group  before  proceeding.  This  is  my  very  best  judg- 
ment on  the  matter ;  and  in  view  of  the  importance  of  winning  this  first  Alaska 
case — for  I  am  convinced  that  the  Government  should  prevail  in  it — I  do  not 
care  to  recommend  an  immediate  hearing  and  then  entirely  disappoint  you  in 
the  result 

I  fully  realize  your  desire  to  urge  this  matter  to  a  speedy  conclusion,  and  it 
is  my  aim  to  cooperate  with  you  most  heartily  to  this  end ;  but  I  am  sure  that 
when  you  have  considered  the  points  set  out  in  this  letter,  and  the  importance 
of  this  case,  that  you  will  agree  with  me  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
hazard  a  hearing  when  the  result  will  necessarily  be  so  doubtful.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  all  I  could  do  at  present,  were  you  to  Immediately  appoint  a  United 
States  commissioner  and  direct  a  hearing,  would  be  to  put  Mr.  Glavls  on  the 
stand,  introduce  the  record  testimony,  and  then  depend  upon  the  cross-examina- 
tion of  about  thirty-three  coached  witnesses  to  establish  the  Government's  con- 
tention.    You  will  agree  with  me,  I  am  sure,  that  this  would  not  be  wise. 

Mr.  Glavis  suggests  that  the  hearing  be  set  for  about  the  15th  of  October. 
He  and  I  are  agreed  that  it  will  be  promptly  finished  when  we  have  this  field 
evidence  from  Alaska  at  hand.  Furthermore,  were  Special  Agents  Stoner  and 
Kennedy  to  be  immediately  recalled,  assuming  that  they  were  ready  to  testify 
on  this  Cunningham  group,  this  would  necessarily  postpone  the  completion  of 
field  investigations  on  all  of  the  other  Alaska  coal  entries— which  Mr.  Glavls 
informs  me  are  about  nine  hundred  in  number — until  next  summer.  This 
clearly  would  occasion  great  expense  and  additional  delay  In  the  whole  Alaska 
situation.  I  merely  mention  these  points  as  sidelights  on  the  Cunningham  case 
and  do  not  desire  to  be  misunderstood  as  volunteering  any  advice  on  the  matter 
outside  of  its  significance  In  that  respect  Mr.  Glavis  and  I  are  of  the  opinion 
that  even  If  we  await  the  arrival  of  this  Alaska  testimony  we  can  complete  the 
hearing  on  the  Cunningham  group  and  place  the  record  before  the  commissioner 
for  his  decision  before  the  end  of  December  of  this  year,  providing,  of  course, 
no  untoward  event  retards* us  and  that  the  other  side  does  not  resort  to  dilatory 
tactics.  I  realize  the  Government  has  the  whip-hand  In  these  hearings  and,  of 
course,  if  I  am  called  upon  by  you  to  conduct  same,  I  will  drive  the  matter  as 
hard  as  consistently  can  be  done. 

I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  case  be  postponed  and  hearing  not  set 
until  such  time  as  the  Alaska  testimony  is  at  hand  and  ready  to  be  used  in  the 
hearing. 

There  is  no  additional  record  evidence  to  be  obtained  at  present,  as  far  as  we 
know,  and  hence  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  keep  Special  Agents  Smith  and 
Phillips  here  for  that  purpose. 

I  desire  to  state  that  in  reaching  my  conclusions  on  this  matter  and  in  mak- 
ing my  recommendations  I  have  been  Influenced  solely  by  the  facts  in  the  case 
as  they  appear  from  the  record  evidence  available  and  from  my  own  best 
judgment  of  the  matter.  Mr.  Glavis  has  in  no  way  attempted  to  influence  me 
on  this  matter  and  I  had  made  up  my  mind  as  to  what  I  thought  best  to  do  in 
the  premises  before  I  conferred  with  him  on  this  case  in  detail,  hence  I  wish  to 
assume  entire  responsibility  for  the  recommendations  which  I  make  in  this  com- 
munication. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

(Signed)  James  M.  Shkbidan, 

Special  Agent,  G.  L.  O. 

JMS/ES. 

(Pen)  Aug.  1/09. 

I  concur. 

H.  H.  Schwabtz, 
Chief  Field  Service,  G.  L.  O. 

Mv.  Brandeis.  Now,  on  page  427,  the  letter  of  July  27  from  Den- 
nett Jto  Schwartz.  I  do  not  know  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  read  the 
whoje  letter. 

le  Chairman.  At  the  foot  of  the  page? 

Jr.  Brandeis.  It  begins  at  the  foot  of  the  page  and  runs  onto 
428. 

le  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  need  of  reading  it 
|ss  there  is  some  particular  paragraph  that  you  desire  to  call 
ition  to. 
JkJlr.  Brandeis.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary  to  read  it. 
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(The  letter  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 

July  27,  1909. 

My  Dear  Schwartz:  Glavls  has  written  me  a  letter  giving  the  history  of  the 
coal  cases  and  running  throughout  with  innuendo  against  me;  I  think  he  has 
got  me  convicted  of  conspiracy  in  his  mind.  He  certainly  is  a  wonder ;  I  would 
not  have  his  mind  for  all  the  money  in  the  world.  I  quote  from  the  last  of  the 
letter. 

"Another  phase  of  the  investigation  to  which  I  beg  to  most  earnestly  call 
your  attention  is  my  telegram  to  you  dated  June  28,  1909,  as  folows : 

44  4  Have  not  received  affidavits  left  in  Washington  to  be  copied.  Have  any 
admissions  been  made  to  you  by  Alaska  coal  claimants?  Answer  by  wire  quick* 
and  please  write  synopsis  of  such  admissions.    Same  might  aid  investigations/ 

44  Under  date  of  June  24,  1909,  you  replied  as  follows : 

" 4  Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  yesterday.  Affidavits  transmitted  21st.  No 
admissions  made  by  claimants.' 

"  I  was,  therefore,  very  much  surprised  to  have  since  received  affidavits  and 
verbal  statements  from  persons  Interested  in  the  acquisition  of  the  Alaska  coal 
fields,  in  which  they  admit  or  give  every  reason  to  believe  that  they  were 
attempting  to  fraudulently  secure  title,  and  also  state  that  such  admissions 
were  made  to  you  personally  while  in  Washington  endeavoring  to  secure  such 
legislation  that  would  validate  these  fraudulent  claims.  Owing  to  their  avowed 
friendship  and  admiration  of  you,  I  was  unable  to  detect  their  motive  in  the 
premises  and  can  not,  therefore,  reconcile  their  statements  to  the  telegram  above 
quoted. 

44 1  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  this  phase  of  the  investigation  my  personal  atten- 
tion upon  receipt  from  you  of  more  definite  information. 

44  Respectfully,  *  L.  R.  Glavis." 

I  told  him  that  I  had  no  recollection  of  an  explicit  admission  by  Mr.  Harriman 
that  the  Alaska  Petroleum  and  Coal  Company  was  organized  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  over  the  coal  claims;  or  was  to  take  the  coal  claims;  or  was  to  have 
an  Interest  in  the  coal  claims.  My  recollection  is,  in  talking  with  him  and  with 
other  Alaskans,  there  was  a  virtual  admission  that  these  claims  were' to  be 
operated  together.  That  my  attention  was  first  called  to  the  coal  feature  of  the 
Petroleum  and  Coal  Company,  as  I  recollect  it,  by  the  production  of  an  adver- 
tisement In  a  magazine  advertising  the  oil  company  as  being  in  possession  of 
coal  claims,  shown  me  by  Glavls  in  Portland  in  1908.  The  conversation  was, 
in  my  recollection,  a  general  one  and  not  a  specific  one — that  is,  with  the  coal 
claimants. 

It  is  possible  that  all  these  coal  men  talked  generally  with  me  at  the  time 
legislation  was  endeavored  to  be  secured:  and  you  know  that  I  stated  very 
generally  that  I  could  not  patent  unless  legislation  were  secured ;  you  also  know 
that  I  have  stated  the  same  after  the  Attorney-General's  opinion.  It  appears 
that  after  Pierce  gave  his  opinion  he  went  to  the  claimants  and  got  very  liberal 
statements  from  them ;  whether  he  showed  the  opinion  or  not  I  do  not  know ; 
he  got  them  any  way  with  the  knowledge  of  the  Attorney-General's  opinion. 
All  of  which  is  beautiful,  but  not  a  game  I  could  play.  What  talk  they  gave 
me  when  in  Washington  I  do  not  know,  but  it  certainly  was  not  such  that  I 
would  constitute  myself  an  investigating  committee,  although  It  might  place  me 
In  a  position  where  I  would  not  issue  patents  without  explanation. 

Now  what  do  you  think  of  this?  Is  the  boy  nutty?  The  rest  of  the  letter  is 
as  bad,  and  it  puzzles  me  to  think  what  sort  of  a  kid  he  is.  I  will  show  it  to 
the  Secretary  when  I  meet  him,  and  then  send  It  on  to  you.  If  necessary  I  will 
take  it  to  Taft  to  explain  any  relation  which  I  have  had  with  the  matter.  AS 
a  matter  of  fact  the  thing  pains  me  more  than  anything  else.     Can  you  analyze  It? 

Sheridan  and  the  other  two  will  go  to-morrow ;  Sheridan  will  hold  himself  in 
readiness  to  take  the  cases  up  later. 

Best  wishes. 

Yours,  truly,  Fred  Dennett. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  there  is  another  letter. 
Senator  Root.  At  the  foot  of  page  535;  should  that  letter  come  in! 
He  just  put  in  Mr.  Sheridan's  letter,  and  this  is  Schwartz's  answer. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


rA 


INVESTIGATION  INTEHIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.       281 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir;  I  suggest  that  the  letter  of  Mr.  Schwartz, 
commencing  on  page  535  and  ending  on  page  536,  be  put  into  the 
record  after  the  letter  of  Mr.  Sheridan,  on  pages  532,  533,  and  534. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  and  all  the  other  letters  are  going  in. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  the  one  letter  to  follow  the  other. 

The  letter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

P-HHS.  Department  of  the  Intebiob, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  August  S,  1909. 
Mr.  James  M.  Sheridan, 

Special  Agent,  G.  L.  0.,  Seattle,  Washington. 
Sir  :  I  have  your  letter  of  the  27th  ultimo,  in  reference  to  the  status  of  inves- 
tigation involving  the  Cunningham  group  of  coal  entries  in  Alaska,  and  note 
your  opinion  that  a  proper  presentation  of  this  case  will  necessarily  await 
return  of  Special  Agents  Kennedy  and  Stoner  from  Alaska,  and  that  It  is  ex- 
pected the  taking  of  testimony  may  begin  on  October  15. 

I  concur  in  your  letter,  and  you  #111  continue  in  charge  of  the  case  and  bring 
It  to  such  state  of  completion  as  will  enable  the  Government  to  properly  present 
all  the  facts.  In  the  meantime  this  office  will  arrange  for  stipulation  between 
the  Government  and  the  Cunningham  group  for  the  taking  of  testimony  before 
a  commissioner  and  for  the  consolidation  of  all  the  claims,  as  to  which  matter 
you  are  directed  to  reply  to  my  telegram  of  July  16,  1909,  to  Mr.  Glavis,  re- 
questing the  names  of  the  towns  and  the  order  in  which  it  is  desired  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  take  testimony,  which  telegram  Mr.  Glavis  has  neglected 
to  answer. 

Respectfully,  (Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
CWN. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  These  letters  will  all  go  in  in  chonological  order.  I 
have  only  read  a  few  of  the  very  many  letters  which  tell  the  whole 
story  as  it  goes  along. 

There  is  another  letter  dated  July  27,  which  I  want  to  read,  which 
I  think  is  omitted  from  that  list. 

The  Chairman.  On  page  427,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  On  page  49,  and  it  is  dated  July  27,  Dennett  to 
Schwartz,  and  it  reads  as  follows: 

Exhibit  16. 

Seattle,  Wash.,  July  27,  1909. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Schwartz  :  My  attempt  to  intercept  Phillips  and  Smith  was  futile, 
as  they  arrived  here.  I  would  have  telegraphed  you  earlier,  but  did  not  realize 
until  your  last  telegram  that  anyone  except  Sheridan  was  coming.  Sheridan 
has  gone  over  the  cases  thoroughly  and  thinks  that  the  evidence  which  it  is 
hoped  to  gain  from  Kennedy's  visit  to  Alaska  will  be.  very  material,  and  there- 
fore it  Is  the  best  to  postpone  until  October  15.  I  have  concurred,  anticipating 
your  acquiescence  by  the  character  of  your  telegram  to  me.  The  forestry  can 
be  blamed  for  the  action  in  the  matter.  I  hoped  to  receive  a  telegram  from  you 
in  answer  to  mine  of  yesterday. 

The  rest  of  my  trip  will  be  on  quick  time,  with  the  exception  of  perhaps  a  day 
or  so  at  Lincoln,  if  I  conclude  to  go  in  the  640-acre  country. 

Sheridan  has  taken  charge  of  the  Cunningham  cases,  and  Impresses  me  very 
favorably.  I  think  he  can  handle  It  against  any  rival  they  may  bring  against 
him.  The  rest  of  the  Alaska  cases  are  in  a  bad  mess.  Glavis  is  very  much  en- 
thused on  the  proposition  of  canceling  them  all  and  getting  the  lands  back  in 
cold  storage,  and  this  is  just  about  what  will  happen  unless  Congress  helps  out 

I  presume  you  have  my  itinerary  now  from  Altizer.  I  will  probably  run  ahead 
from  now  on  of  schedule  time. 
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Tennenat,  who  used  to  be  a  partner  of  Ballinger,  says  that  six  months  ago, 
namely,  February,  they  filed  the  application  over  the  Colville,  in  Okanogan 
Oonnty,  this  State;  he  says  they  have  heard  nothing  at  all  about  it.  I  wish  yon 
would  look  this  up  and  have  him  advised. 

Very  respectfully,  Fred  Dennett. 

Commissioner. 

You  stated,  I  think,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  you  telegraphed  to  Mr.  Shaw 
on  this  matter.  Will  you  tell  us  now  what  you  did  later;  what  fol- 
lowed that,  as  far  as  it  has  not  already  been  narrated? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  was  about  that  time  that  I  again  saw  Mr. 
Heinny;  he  had  been  in  Seattle,  and  I  told  him  about  my  telegram 
to  Mr.  Dennett,  asking  to  be  furnished  with  any  information  that 
he  had  received  that  these  Alaska  coal  claims  were  fraudulent,  and 
his  reply  was  that  he  had  not  received  any,  and  then  afterwards  I 
secured  affidavits  from  several  of  the  entrymen  stating  that  they  had 
told  Mr.  Dennett  that  they  had  an  understanding  among  themselves 
to  form  a  company.  I  aid  not  know  what  to  do  about  it.  Mr. 
Heinny  said :  "  When  Dennett  comes  out  be  very  frank  with  him,  and 
tell  him  that  you  were  much  surprised ;  and  see  what  he  has  to  say." 
And  so  that  was  the  reason  that  I  handed  Mr.  Dennett  that  letter 
of  July  26,  so  that  if  the  people  were  not  telling  the  truth,  or  if  he 
had  any  explanation  to  make  to  reconcile  those  statements,  I  wanted 
to  find  it  out  and  straighten  the  matter  for  him. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  did  you  come  to  consult  Mr.  Heney?  Had 
you  been  associated  with  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  had  been  to  some  extent. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  what  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  made  a  report  recently  on  the  Binger  Her- 
mann case  that  he  was  interested  in. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  that  he  acted  as  attorney  for  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  trying  that  case  now.  I  just  went  over  the  case 
about  jbl  year  ago.  I  met  him  in  the  spring,  when  I  first  started  the 
investigation,  and  told  him  about  their  hurrying  me  on  the  work, 
trying  to  get  me  to  cover  the  United  States  and  interview  six  or  eight 
hundred  people  in  two  months'  time,  on  so  many  different  conspira- 
cies, and  as  the  result  of  that  I  went  to  Mr.  Heney  when  he  was  in 
Seattle. 

Then  Mr.  Dennett  arrived  about  July  20,  and  the  first  day  I 
arrived  we  were  talking  about  some  of  his  personal  affairs,  and  he 
was  having  some  trouble  about  a  piece  of  real  estate  there  in  Seattle, 
and  I  toldnim  I  thought  "you  would  straighten  that  out,  Mr.  Den- 
nett. Mr.  Behring  told  me  that  he  had  written  you  and  fixed  that  up 
for' you."  He  was  going  to  have  some  trouble  with  the  city  about 
some  condemnation  proceedings.  He  said :  "  No ;  I  don't  know  Mr. 
Behring."  I  said :  "  Mr.  Behring  was  in  the  Hunt  group,  and  he  told 
me  he  liad  written  you."  And  Dennett  said :  "No;  I  don't  know 
Behring." 

The  next  day,  I  think  it  was,  or  the  day  after,  Behring  had  him  out 
to  lunch  in  Seattle.  And  then  Mr.  Spalding,  who  used  to  be  Mr. 
Dennett's  private  secretary  when  he  was  chief  of  the  field  division 
out  in  Seattle — Dennett  had  asked  me  to  let  him  use  Spalding  to  do 
his  stenographic  work  while  he  was  there  in  Seattle,  so  I  did;  and 
Spalding  came  around  about  the  second  day  that  he  was  there  and 
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told  me  that  Dennett  was  writing  funny  kinds  of  letters  about  the  coal 
claims,  and  then  I  requested  him  to  make  copies  of  what  he  was  writ- 
ing, because  I  thought,  in  view  of  all  these  other  things  that  were 
happening,  one  after  another,  that  there  was  something  wrong,  and 
I  thought  it  was  my  duty  to  get  it.  At  my  request  Mr.  Spaldinff 
used  to  write  up  these  letters,  which  have  been  read  into  the  recora 
here,  from  his  notes  at  night. 

Mr.  Brandei8.  Mr.  Glavis,  did  you  get  any  information  in  the 
course  of  these  coal  investigations  of  Mr.  Ballinger  acting  for  any 
other  persons  than  those  that  you  have  already  mentioned  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Qh,  yes;  about  the  1st  of  July,  or  in  July 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  July,  1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  secured  an  affidavit  of  a  man  by  the  name 
of  Harry  White. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Where  did  he  live  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  lives  in  Los  Angeles,  Cal.,  now;  he  used  to  be 
mayor  of  Seattle,  Wash.  In  his  affidavit  he  told  me  of  some  other 
man  that  Mr.  Ballinger  was  representing — that  is,  he  stated  he  was 
representing  and  had  done  some  work  for  them  in  the  Green  group,  as 
I  recall  it,  and  also  for  one  Congressman  in  the  Green  group.  But 
the  work  that  he  had  done  for  this  Congressman  in  the  Sreen  group 
he  did  after  the  passage  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908;  it  was  along 
in — well,  I  think  ne  said  it  was  in  June  or  July ;  sometime  in  there. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  what  appears  in  this  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  where  is  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  ought  to  be  in  Seattle. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  the  land  files? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Probably  one  has  been  sent  here  now. 

Mr.  James.  Did  he  say  he  was  employed  in  the  case  as  an  at- 
torney ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  said  that  he  attended  to  the  work  for  this  Con- 
gressman— to  secure  this  coal  claim  for  him  and  bring  it  into  a  com- 
pany that  was  being  formed  under  this  act. 

The  Chairman.  Whom  did  he  tell  you  was  acting  for  the  Con- 
gressman ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  James.  What  group — was  that  in  the  Green  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  another  one  in  the  Green  group. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  it  the  same  Congressman  or  another  Con- 
gressman that  you  have  mentioned  before? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  it  was  another  one. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Who  was  that,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  Congressman  Kinkaid,  of  Nebraska. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  with  reference  to  these  letters,  you  say 
Mr.  Spalding  gave  you  copies  of  them,  and  they  have  been  read  in 
the  record.    What  letters  ao  3tou  refer  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  letters  that  Dennett  had  written  to  Schwartz, 
and  the  telegrams  and  the  letters  to  Judge  Ballinger,  and  that  sort 
of  letters. 

Senator  Fletcher.  The  letters  that  he  wrote  while  out  in  Seattle 
to  Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Bran deis.  That  is,  they  were  written  from  the  land  office 
there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  Mr.  Schwartz  or  Mr.  Dennett  know  that 
you  had  copies  of  those  letters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  the  first  time  I  knew  that  was  when  the 
President  furnished  Judge  Ballinger  with  the  evidence  that  I  had 
furnished  him.    The  report  that  I  furnished  him  contained  them. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Tne  report  that  you  furnished  the  President 
included  these  letters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  And  they  are  the  same  letters  as  sent  out  in 
the  report  that  Mr.  Dennett  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Or  that  Schwartz  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  stated  your  interview  with  Mr.  Heney.  In 
consequence  of  the  advice  that  Mr.  Heney  had  given  you,  what  else 
did  you  do  in  this  matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  next  trip  I  took,  then,  I  went  down  to  Portland 
about  July  28  or  August  1,  to  make  some  investigations  in  the  Alaska 
coal  cases,  and  while  there  I  wrote  Mr.  Schwartz  a  personal  letter, 
telling  him  that  I  supposed  Dennett  would  write  him  of  my  having 
confronted  him. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  do  not  have  to  state  the  contents  of  that 
letter,  because  it  appears  here  at  page  79. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that  is  the  one. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  is  the  letter  that  you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  want  to  put  that  in? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

(The  letter  is  as  follows :) 

The  Poktland, 
Portland,  Orcg.,  July  SI,  t90% 

Dear  Schwartz:  Dennett  and  I  had  quite  a  talk  on  the  coal  cases,  especially 
that  part  showing  him  up.  He  has  no  doubt  written  you  stating  that  1  am 
trying  to  involve  him,  etc.  I  want  you  to  weigh  the  facts  and  determine 
whether  my  action  was  not  the  best  way  in  which  to  present  it — think  of  the 
other  methods  that  could  have  been  followed.  He  realizes  that  he  has  not 
done  right.  I  could  go  into  details  and  teU  you  many  things,  but  I  shall  not 
do  so  because  the  purpose  of  this  letter  is  not  to  influence  you  against  Den- 
nett ;  however,  I  do  not  want  him  to  impair  our  friendship,  which  I  prize  very 
highly,  as  I  have  very  few  real  friends.  I  again  do  not  wish  our  friendship  to 
influence  you  in  doing  your  duty  officially. 

Keep  out  of  the  cases ;  if  possible  let  Dennett  fight  his  own  battles. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  neither  Dennett  nor  B.  will  last  long,  and  surely  not 
Dennett — he  can  not  remain  in.  Now  under  such  circumstances,  why  not  you  try 
for  the  place?  I  am  quite  sure  you  can  win  out.  In  other  words,  Schwartz, 
you  have  known  my  opinion  of  D.  for  a  long  time,  and  as  he  is  in  a  tight  place 
at  present  he  will  be  very  apt  to  try  to  place  the  blame  on  some  one  else. 
Your  friend, 

Louis.     (R.  Glavis.) 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  that  letter  I  told  him  I  didn't  think  Dennett  could 
remain  in  the  service. 

Mr.  McCall.  When  was  this  service  which  somebody  said  Mr. 
Ballinger  had  rendered  to  Kinkaid  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  after  the  passage  of  this  act  of  May  28,  1908, 
as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  McCall.  That  is,  it  was  in  the  interval  while  he  was  out  of 
the  Land  Office  and  before  he  became  Secretary  of  the  Interior? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCall.  Jknd  who  was  it  you  said  told  you  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Harry  White  made  an  affidavit  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  McCall.  And  where  did  you  say  that  affidavit  was? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  either  in  Seattle,  Wash.,  in  the  field  division 
office,  or  in  Washington,  D.  C,  in  the  General  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Denby.  That  was  when  Mr.  Ballinger  was  practicing  law  in 
Seattle? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  WTiat  was  the  character  of  the  employment — that  is, 
what  was  he  employed  to  do?  You  stated  it  generally,  but  now  state 
it  more  particularly. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  employed  to  examine  some  papers,  I  think, 
preparatory  to  buying  out  a  coal  claim  in  the  Green  group  of  claims, 
ana  he  was  buying  his  interest  out  in  that  claim,  and  was  then 
going  to  put  his  claim  with  others  in  a  consolidation,  under  the  act 
of  May  28, 1908. 

Mr.  Madison.  Well,  now,  was  there  anything  in  that  transaction 
that  was  wrong? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  there  wasn't  anything  wronjg  at  all  in  that 
transaction;  unless  he  had  had  some  agreement  or  interest  prior  to 
the  passage  of  that  act  of  May  28, 1908,  there  would  not  be  anything 
wrong  at  all. 

Mr.  Madison.  In  other  words,  Kinkaid  would  have  had  a  right 
to  buy  an  assignment  of  a  claim  that  had  been  legally  entered,  and 
would  then  have  a  right  to  take  advantage  of  the  law  of  Congress 
of  May  28, 1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  it  was  after  the  passage  of  that  act,  I 
am  quite  sure ;  I  know  it  was. 

Mr.  Madison.  So  that  there  was  not  anything,  either  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Kinkaid  or  Mr.  Ballinger  in  that  particular  instance,  that  wa9 
wrong  in  any  way,  that  you  know  of.  If  there  was,  tell  it,  because 
that  is  what  we  want  to  know. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  part  of  the  work  which  he  did  for  the  Green 
group  during  the  period  he  was  out  of  office  and  which  he  had  knowl- 
edge of  while  commissioner. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  has  a  bearing  on  the  statement  of  Mr.  Ballinger 
that  he  only  acted  in  the  Cunningham  cases  in  the  matter  of  incor- 
poration ? 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  have  gone  down  to  Portland  now,  and  you 
wrote  this  letter  of  July  31,  from  Portland,  to  Mr.  Schwartz.  In 
that  letter  you  say :  "  Dennett  and  I  had  quite  a  talk  on  the  coal 
cases,  especially  that  part  showing  him  up.  Will  you  state  in  de- 
tail now  what  your  conversation  was  and  what  you  meant  by  that?  . 
Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  was  the  result  of  my  report  to  Mr.  Dennett 
of  the  26th  of  July,  I  think,  in  which  it  appears  that  he  had  been 

fiven  information  by  some  coal  claimants  that  their  claims  were 
raudulent.    He  had  never  told  me  about  that  at  all,  even  after  I  had 
telegraphed  him  asking  if  any  such  statements  had  been  made  to 
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send  them  to  me,  because  all  the  information  of  that  character  in 
investigating  frauds  that  I  could  get  would  help  me  that  much 
more  to  uncover  it ;  and  he  replied  that  no  such  admissions  had  been 
made  to  him.  After  that  telegram  was  written,  however,  there  were 
affidavits  made  before  Mr.  Jones  and  myself  that  they  had  told  him 
about  their  fraudulent  transactions.  He  had  never  told  me  about  it. 
I  did  not  think  that  was  protecting  the  people's  interests  very  well. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  mention  that  to  him  ? 

Mr.  G  la  vis.  Yes,  sir;  I  called  that  to  his  attention  in  a  letter  which 
I  handed  him  personally. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  did  he  say  about  it? 

Mr:  Glavis.  Well,  he  dictated  that  little  memorandum  that  was 
read,  which  follows  the  letter,  I  think,  and  was  very  much  confused 
and  was  very  contradictory  in  his  remarks.  As  soon  as  we  cot 
through  Mr.  Spalding,  the  special  agent,  who  was  a  clerk  to  Mr. 
Dennett  at  the  time  in  Seattle,  heard  everything  that  was  said  be- 
tween Mr.  Dennett  and  myself.  In  fact,  at  the  time  I  presented  him 
with  that  letter  I  felt  that  the  man  was  crooked,  and  I  had  told 
Spalding  to  take  down  any  statements  which  I  would  make  to  him 
and  any  statements  which  Dennett  would  make  to  me,  so  we  would 
have  a  record  of  it,  but  he  did  not  do  it.  However,  as  soon  as  I  got 
through  I  went  to  my  office  and  wrote  down,  as  nearly  as  I  could, 
what  was  said,  and  Mr.  Spalding  read  it  as  soon  as  I  had  it  written 
out  and  corroborated  that  that  was  a  synopsis  of  the  statements. 
That  is  in  the  record,  but  I  do  not  know  just  where. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Can  you  turn  to  that?  It  has  not  been  offered, 
has  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  letter  itself  of  July  26  has  been  offered. 

Senator  Fletcher.  But  this  memorandum  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  This  memorandum  should  be  offered,  certainly. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  it  on? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Isn't  it  annexed  as  an  exhibit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  introduce  in  evidence  Exhibit  18,  which  ap- 
pears on  page  52.    Shall  I  read  it? 

The  Chairman.  It  is  quite  long. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  do  not  care  for  it 

The  Chairman.  It  will  take  time  to  read  it. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  is  a  memorandum  of  the  conversation 
which  you  made  and  which  Mr.  Spalding  agreed  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  And  this  Mr.  Spalding  is  now  living  in  Seattle! 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  he  is  still  in  the  government  service,  but  is  lo- 
cated at  Cheyenne,  Wyo. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  July  27?  And  then  the  letter  that  has 
been  referred  to,  your  letter  to  Schwartz,  in  which  you  suggested 
he  would  be  the  proper  man  for  commissioner,  was  on  the  30th? 

Senator  Fletcher.  The  31st.  There  is  another  statement  in  that 
letter:  "I  want  you  to  weigh  the  facts  and  determine  whether  my 
action  was  not  the  best  way  in  which  to  present  it."  What  did  you 
refer  to  in  that  connection — presented  you  meant  to  whom? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  meant  to  present  it  to  Dennett 

Senator  Fletcher.  In  the  way  you  did  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  I  thought  that  I  was  fair  to  him  in  it ;  if  he 
had  any  explanation  to  make  he  could  have  easily  made  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  did  you  do  after  that? 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Just  one  moment,  if  you  will  permit  me.  Mr.  Glavis, 
in  that  letter  of  July  31  to  Mr.  Schwartz  you  say,  "  He  " — meaning 
Dennett — "  has  no  doubt  written  you."  You  refer  there  to  the  copy 
which  you  had  of  Spalding's  stenographic  notes  of  the  letter  dictated 
by  Dennett? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  I  knew  that  he  had  already  sent  these  letters,  but 
I  thought  he  had  also  written  him  about  this  conversation  that  Den- 
nett and  I  had  had  over  my  letter  to  him  on  or  about  July  26. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  That  letter  was  dictated  on  the  20th  of  July,  and 
again  on  the  30th  of  July  those  letters  were  dictated  which  you  put 
in  evidence  as  having  received  copies  of  from  Spalding? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  there  is  no  letter  dated  July  30,  I  think,  that  I 
stated  I  had  received.    That  was  written  somewhere  else. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  July  20. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  letters  that  Spalding  gave  me  were  furnished  in 
my  report  to  the  President;  those  are  the  letters  of  mine. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  are  the  dates  of  those  letters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  just  what  they  are.  There  is  a  letter  of 
July  27  on  page  49,  and  there  are  two  letters  on  page  48. 

Mr.  Brakdeis.  What  are  their  dates? 

Mr.  Glavis.  One  of  July  22  and  one  of  July  23. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Well,  then,  when  you  wrote  on  July  31  saying  that 
44  he  has  no  doubt  written  you,"  you  knew  that  he  had  written,  because 
you  had  seen  copies  of  the  letters. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  knew  that  he  had  written  those  letters,  but  I  never 
saw  the  letters  that  Dennett  wrote  to  Schwartz  relative  to  my  letter 
of  July  26  and  the  conference  of  July  27. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  knew  that  he  had  written  those  letters  of  which 
copies  had  been  put  in  evidence  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.   xes;  I  knew  he  had  written  those. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  say  in  this  letter:  "It  is  my  opinion  that 
neither  Dennett  nor  B.  will  last  long."  What  did  you  mean  by  u  last 
long?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  didn't  think  they  would  be  able  to  remain  in  the 
service  long. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Whom  did  you  mean  by  "  B  ?  " 

Mr.  Glavis.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Was  that  your  individual  opinion,  or  was  it  formed 
in  part  as  a  result  of  conference  with  others? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  not  conferred  with  anybody  about  it  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Had  you  heard  anyone  else  express  that  opinion! 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  I  don't  think  I  had. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Or  had  any  talk  with  anybody  on  the  subject! 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Then  you  had  solely  and  alone  formed  the  opinion 
that  Mr.  Ballinger  could  not  last  long? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Well,  you  say  so  here. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  what  I  say ;  that  was  my  opinion. 
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.    Mr.  Olmsted.  And  that  was  formed  solelv  by.  yourself  alone  with- 
out conference  or  conversation  with  others? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  That  was  my  sole  opinion  at  that  time;  per- 
haps others  might  have  had  that  same  opinion. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  But  they  had  not  expressed  it  to  you} 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 
:  Mr.  Olmsted.  Had  you  expressed  it  to  any  others? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember  having  expressed  it  to  any  others 
or  any  others  having  expressed  it  to  me  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Then  you  had  singly  resolved  that  he  should  not  last 
long? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  felt  his  actions  would  prevent  him  from  lasting 
very  long. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Well,  that  is  what  you  refer  to  in  that  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Tliat  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  It  looks  from  this  that  you  were  more  anxious  to 
make  a  point  against  these  officers  than  even  against  the  Alaska  coal 
claimants. 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  document  is  that? 

The  Chairman.  From  this  letter,  on  page  76,  it  looks  as  though 
you  were  more  anxious  to  make  a  point  against  these  two  officers, 
Ballinger  and  Dennett,  to  get  them  out  of  the  service,  than  you  were 
even  to  cancel  the  coal  claims  in  Alaska. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  I  think  the  Alaska  coal  cases  would  be  better  pro- 
tected with  them  out  of  the  way. 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Glavis,  haa  you  any  personal  ill  will  or  personal 
ill  feeling  toward  Mr.  Ballinger  or  Mr.  Dennett  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  They  had  always  treated  me  very  nicely; 
Mr.  Ballinger  always  treated  me  nicely. 

Mr.  Graham.  Were  the  things  referred  to  by  the  chairman  and 
Other  matters  of  comment  from  you  about  them  based  in  any  way  or 
connected  in  any  way  with  your  personal  feelings  toward  them  or 
either  of  them? 

.  Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.    I  was  guided  solely  from  an  official  stand- 
point. 

Mr.  James.  You  spoke  of  Mr.  Ballinger  having;  been  employ'ed  in 
a  case  in  1908,  after  he  quit  the  Land  Office  and  oefore  he  became  a 
Cabinet  officer.  Is  there  any  rule  in  the  Land  Office,  or  do  you  know 
of  any  rule,  which  prevents  ex  officials  from  taking  cases  before  that 
department  which  had  come  under  their  observation  while  they  were 
in  office? 

Mr.. Glavis.  There  is  a  Revised  Statute  that  prevents  them. 

Mr.  James.  I  know.  I  am  asking,  Is  there  any  regulation  in  the 
office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No. 

Mr.  James.  Or  can  you  answer  the  question? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  is  a  decision  in  the  Land  Office — I  do  not  know 
which  one  it  is — that  prevents  it,  I  think,  because  they  held  that  the 
Revised  Statutes — that  is,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  held  in  that 
case  that  the  Revised  Statutes  referred  to  only  a  money  claim,  al- 
though there  is  another  decision  in  the  Interior  Department  that  takes 
the  contrary  view  and  holds  that  it  does  mean  land  claims  as  well  as 
money  claims. 
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Mr.  James.  It  says  "  any  "  claim,  does  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Kevised  Statutes  says  "  any  claim  against  the  Gov- 
ernment." 

Mr.  James.  It  has  been  construed  both  ways,  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  By  the  department  it  has. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  call  jthe  attention  of  the  committee  in 
this  connection  to  page  2C0  of  volume  17  of  the  Land  Decisions,  in 
which  there  is  a  decision  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Hoke 
Smith,  made  on  August  23, 1893,  the  syllabus  of  which  is  as  follows: 

The  phrase  "claim  against  the  United  States,"  as  employed  in  section  190 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  must  be  construed  as  meaning  a  money  demand  against 
the  United  States;  and  it  therefore  follows  that  the  Inhibition  contained  in  said 
section  does  not  extend  to  a  former  employee  of  the  General  Land  Office  who 
appears  before  the  Land  Department  on  behalf  of  an  applicant  for  a  tract  of 
public  land. 

Mr.  James.  Have  you  the  decision  there,  Mr.  Chairman,  of  L.  Q.  C. 
Lamar? 

The  Chairman.  No,  I  have  not;  but  I  can  get  it  for  you. 

Mr.  James.  I  would  like  to  have  that  in  the  record. 

The  Chairman.  The  stenographer  will  please  put  these,  two  cases 
in  the  record. 

(The  two  cases  referred  to  are  as  follows:) 

Attorney — Section  190,  Revised  Statutes. 

W.  D.  HABLAN. 

The  phrase  "  claim  against  the  United  States/'  as  employed  in  section  100  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  must  be  construed  as  meaning  a  money  demand  against  the 
United  States;  and  it  therefore  follows  that  the  Inhibition  contained  in  said 
section  does  not  extend  to  a  former  employe  of  the  General  Land  Office,  who 
appear 8  before  the  Land  Department  on  behalf  of  an  applicant  for  a  tract  of 
public  land. 

{Secretary  Smith  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  August  85,  X899.) 

4 

W.  D.  Harlan,  attorney,  appeared  at  your  office  for  the  purpose  of  represent- 
ing Dorus  M.  Fox,  who  was  seeking  to  amend  his  homestead  entry,  No.  1184, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

In  your  letter  of  June  30,  1S93,  you  refuse  to  recognize  him  as  attorney  in 
said  case,  and  he  has  appealed  to  this  Department. 

Your  refusal  was  based  upon  the  ground  that  W.  D.  Harlan  was  disqualified, 
under  departmental  construction  of  section  100  of  the  Revised  Statutes  in  the 
case  of  Luther  Harrison  (4  L.  D.,  170). 

Harlan  was  inspector  of  surveyors-general  and  United  States  land  offices, 
from  July,  1SS0,  until  June,  1S03,  during  which  time  the  case  of  Fox,  in  which 
.he  desired  to  appear  as  attorney,  was  pending  before  the  land  office. 

The  section  (100  Revised  Statutes)  upon  which  your  action  was  based  pro- 
vides that: 

"  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  appointed  after  the  first  day  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-two,  as  an  officer,  clerk,  or  employe  in  any 
of  the  Departments  to  act  as  counsel,  attorney,  or  agent  for  prosecuting  any 
claim  against  the  United  States,  which  was  pending  in  either  of  said  Depart- 
ments, while  he  was  such  officer,  clerk,  or  employe,  nor  in  any  manner,  nor  by 
any  means,  to  aid  in  the  prosecution  of  any  such  claim,  within  two  years  next 
after  he  shall  have  ceased  to  be  such  officer,  clerk,  or  employe." 

The  proper  solution  of  the  question  presented  in  the  api>eal  of  Harlan  depends 
upon  the  meaning  of  the  words  "prosecuting  any  claim  against  the  United 
States." 

The  litigation  between  citizens  seeking  to  acquire  title  to  public  lands,  under 
the  homestead  and  other  laws,  is  in  no  sense  a  claim  against  the  United  States, 
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nor  is  an  ex-parte  proceeding,  such  as  that  begun  by  Fox,  for  whom  Harlan 
proposed  to  appear  as  attorney,  a  "claim  against  the  United  States."  The 
eitizen  in  his  relation  to  the  government,  while  a  railing  himself  of  the  benefit 
of  the  land  laws,  is  simply  exercising  a  right  conferred  upon  him  by  the  volun- 
tary act  of  the  government.  In  so  far  as  the  great  mass  of  land  cases  are  con- 
cerned, it  is  an  indifferent  matter  to  the  government  who  prevails,  except  in 
that  broad  and  comprehensive  sense  in  which  it  is  Interested  in  the  maintenance 
of  law  and  order. 

Mr.  Fox  is  not  "  prosecuting  a  claim  against  the  United  States,"  he  is  simply 
endeavoring  to  avail  himself  of  the  benevolence  of  the  government.  This  view 
appears  to  be  conclusive  of  Harlan's  right  to  appear  as  his  counsel.  If,  there- 
fore, the  case  of  Fox  is  not  a  proceeding  against  the  United  States,  Harlan  is 
not  disqualified  to  appear  as  his  attorney,  no  matter  what  meaning  may  be  given 
to  the  word  claim  as  used  in  the  statute. 

It  is  important,  however,  to  ascertain  the  meaning  to  be  given  to  the  word 
"claim"  as  used  in  the  sect ioux under  consideration. 

The  statute  includes  all  Departments  in  which  are  pending  claims  against 
the  United  States.  It  is  limited  in  its  application  by  its  own  terms  to  claims. 
It  does  not  affirm  that  all  cases  are  claims;  we  are  left  therefore  to  employ  the 
ordinary  rules  of  interpretation  to  ascertain  the  legislative  intent. 

Section  3477  of  the  Revised  Statutes  contains  the  following: 

"All  transfers  and  assignments  made  of  any  claim  upon  the  United  States,  or 
of  any  part  or  share  thereof,  or  interest  therein,  whether  absolute  or  conditional, 
and  whatever  may  be  the  consideration  therefor,  and  all  powers  of  attorney, 
orders,  or  other  authorities  for  receiving  payment  of  any  such  claim,  or  of  any 
part  or  share  thereof,  shall  be  absolutely  null  and  void,  unless  they  are  freely 
made  and  executed  in  the  presence  of  at  least  two  attesting  witnesses,  after  the 
allowance  of  such  a  claim,  the  ascertainment  of  the  amount  due,  and  the 
Issuing  of  a  warrant  for  the  payment  thereof." 

This  statute  was  enacted  in  1853,  under  the  title  of  "An  Act  to  prevent 
frauds  upon  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States."  Tbe  2d  section  of  that  act 
contains  a  provision  disqualifying  any  officer  of  the  United  States,  or  person 
holding  any  place  of  trust  or  profit,  or  discharging  any  official  function  under 
or  in  connection  with  any  executive  department  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  etc.,  from  becoming  an  agent  or  attorney  for  prosecuting  any 
claim  against  the  United  States.  This  statute,  treating  the  word  claim  as 
something  which  can  not  be  assigned  until  "after  the  allowance  of  such  a 
claim,  the  ascertainment  of  the  amount  due,  and  the  issuing  of  a  warrant  for 
the  payment  thereof,"  contains  Its  own  legislative  interpretation,  clearly  limit- 
ing Its  application  to  a  money  demand  against  the  government. 

Where  the  meaning  of  a  word  is  clearly  defined  In  one  statute,  it  is  regarded 
as  a  legislative  interpretation,  and  will  be  given  the  same  meaning  when  used 
in  another  statute  upon  the  same  subject.  The  statute  of  1853  disqualifies 
certain  officers  of  the  government  from  prosecuting  any  claim  against  the 
United  States.  Section  190,  Revised  Statutes,  disqualifies  certain  persons  who 
have  been  employe's  from  prosecuting  any  claim  against  the  United  States. 
The  former  furnishes  a  rule  for  the  interpretation  of  the  latter  statute. 

In  the  case  of  tbe  United  States  v.  Gillis  (95  U.  S.,  407),  the  statute  of  1853 
has  received  a  judicial  interpretation. 

Counsel  for  Gillis,  having  in  mind  section  236  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  which 
provides  that  "All  claims  and  demands  whatever  by  the  United  States  or 
against  them,  and  all  accounts  whatever  in  which  the  United  States  are  con- 
cerned, either  as  debtors  or  creditors,  shall  be  settled  and  adjusted  in  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury,"  contended  that  the  act  of  1853  is  applicable  only 
to  claims  asserted  before  the  Treasury  Department. 

The  court,  however,  did  not  so  limit  the  application  of  the  statute,  but  con- 
strued the  act  to  Include  such  claims  as  were  presented  to  Congress,  and  such  as 
were  set  up  by  defalcation  in  suits  brought  by  the  government.  The  court,  in 
said  case,  said,  also,  that  the  act  of  1853  "embraces  every  claim  against  the 
government,  however  arising,  of  whatever  nature,  and  wherever  and  whenever 
presented." 

Now,  the  court  pointed  out  the  claims  which  Congress  had  in  view,  all  of 
them  being  money  demands,  and  in  perfect  harmony  with  the  caption  and  body 
of  the  act  under  consideration. 

The  plain  and  manifest  meaning  of  the  word  claim  against  the  United  States, 
as  used  in  the  decision,  is  that  the  act  embraces  all  claims,  and  that  all  claims 
are  money  demands. 
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Again,  it  is  decided  in  the  "Abbotsford  "  case,  in  the  98th  United  Stntes,  page 
400,  that  when  words  used  in  a  previous  act  have  acquired  by  judicial  inter- 
pretation a  definite  meaning,  they  will,  when  used  in  subsequent  acts,  be  pre- 
sumed to  be  used  in  the  same  sense. 

Claim  against  the  United  States;  therefore,  as  used  in  Section  100,  Revised 
Statutes,  must  be  construed  as  meaning  a  money  demand  against  the  United 
States. 

In  seeking  the  legislative  intent,  and  keeping  in  mind  the  mischief  sought  to 
be  remedied  by  the  statute,  it  Is  not  improper  to  inquire  somewhat  into  the 
history  of  its  enactment. 

Section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  is  included  in  the  Post  Office  appropria- 
tion bill,  approved  June  1,  1872.  It  seems  that  the  act  grew  out  of  a  scandal 
emanating  from  the  acts  of  a  clerk,  who,  taking  advantage  of  his  position,  fa- 
<  mlliarlzed  himself  with  a  large  number  of  claims  against  the  government,  left 
its  service,  and  sought  and  obtained  employment  of  the  claimants,  prosecuted 
the  claims,  and  received  a  large  percentage  of  the  recovery  as  compensation. 

It  will  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  acts  of  the  clerk,  a  repetition  of  which  Is 
sought  to  be  prevented  by  the  Statute,  relate  to  money  demands. 

In  14th  Peters,  page  178,  the  court  say : 

"  It  is  undoubtedly  the  duty  of  the  court  to  ascertain  the  meaning  of  the 
legislature  from  the  words  used  in  the  statute,  and  the  subject  matter  to  which 
it  relates;  and  to  restrain  its  operation  within  narrower  limits  than  its  words 
Import,  if  the  court  are  satisfied  that  the  literal  meaning  of  its  language  would 
extend  to  cases  which  the  legislature  never  designed  to  include  in  it." 

In  the  case  of  Luther  Harrison  (4  L.  D.,  170),  the  reason  given  for  extending 
the  inhibition  of  section  190  to  all  cases  in  this  Department  is  in  the  following 
language : 

14  Certain  government  employes  are  the  trusted  custodians  of  its  books  and 
papers,  while  others  have  free  and  unrestricted  access  to  the  same.  It  might 
be  an  easy  thing  for  a  faithless  employ**  to  use  his  time,  not  in  the  speedy  and 
Just  settlement  of  claims  against  the  government  during  the  term  of  his  office, 
but  in  preventing  such  settlement,  and  putting  them  in  such  a  shape  as  to 
enable  him  to  reap  handsome  profits  by  their  unjust  settlement  after  the  term 
of  his  service  has  expired." 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  in  cases  pending  before  your  office  or  in  this  Depart- 
ment, in  which  persons  are  seeking  to  acquire  title  to  the  public  lands,  all  parties 
in  interest  have  access  to  the  papers,  that  the  evidence  is  prepared  elsewhere 
and  before  they  reach  your  office,  that  It  is  not  in  the  power  of  a  clerk  to  hinder 
or  retard  the  consideration  of  a  case,  that  all  his  work  is  reviewed  by  the  Com- 
missioner and  the  Secretary,  it  is  not  easy  to  conceive  by  what  means  an  em- 
ploy 6  can  put  a  case  in  such  shape  as  to  reap  a  handsome  profit,  after  his  term 
of  service  expires. 

The  case  of  Dorus  M.  Fox,  not  being  a  money  demand  against  the  govern- 
ment, W.  D.  Harlan  was  not  disqualified  to  act  as  his  attorney.  Therefore 
your  said  decision  is  reversed. 

Attorneys  Before  the  Department. 

luther  harbison. 

Section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  comprehends  In  its  terms  all  the  Depart- 
ments and  the  prohibition  therein  extends  to  the  prosecution  of  pending  claims 
of  every  class,  whether  as  counsel,  clerk,  or  agent,  during  the  two  years 
designated. 

[Secretary  Lamar  to  Commissioner  Sparks,  October  6,  1885.] 

I  have  received  a  letter  from  Luther  Harrison,  Esq.,  late  Acting-Commis- 
sioner of  the  General  Land  Office,  purporting  to  be  an  appeal  from  your  action 
as  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  in  refusing  to  recognize  him  as 
an  attorney  In  certain  matters  pending  before  that  office.  The  facts  in  this 
case  are  shown  in  the  following  correspondence: 

"  Washington,  D.  C,  Sept  t2,  1885. 
Hon.  Wm.  A.  J.  Sparks, 

Gomtri'r.  General  Land  Office: 
8ir:  I  was  informed  yesterday  that  you  had  instructed  your  chiefs  of  divi- 
sions that  I  was  not  permitted  to  appear  in  any  case  pending  while  I  was  in 
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the  employ  of  the  General  Land  Office,  and  that  In  snch  cases  I  should  be  denied 
access  to  the  papers  and  not  advised  of  the  action  of  the  office  respecting  them. 
This  action,  I  presume,  was  had  under  some  supposed  authority  contained  in 
the  letter  of  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  Iuterior  to  you,  of  17th  instant,  directing. 
In  response  to  your  inquiry,  an  enforcement  "by  you  of  section  190  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  prescribing  the  terms  and  conditions  upon  which  certain  persons,  pre- 
viously employed  by  the  Government,  may  prosecute  claims  against  it 

This  action  on  your  part  is  not  justified  either  by  the  law  or  the  Secretary's 
letter  referred  to,  and  I  respectfully  request  that  you  reconsider  it 

The  rights,  privileges  and  liberties  of  an  American  citizen,  as  guaranteed  by 
the  Constitution  of  our  common  country,  are  a  priceless  heritage  left  him  by 
his  forefathers,  and  should  not  be  trampled  upon  to  satisfy  the  whim  and  selfish 
greed  of  persons  who  have  been  agitating  this  matter,  and  who,  but  for  the 
limitation  of  two  years,  during  which  time  they  enjoyed  a  lucrative  practice, 
would  now  come  within  the  provisions  of  the  law.  It  is  a  serious  thing  to  de- 
prive a  man  of  his  only  means  of  earning  a  livelihood  for  himself  and  family, 
and  should  not  be  done  except  for  some  crime  committed,  or  unprofessional 
conduct,  and  this  branch  of  the  case  appeals  to  you  upon  other  grounds  which 
I  need  only  mention  to  be  understood. 

I  claim  also  that  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  has  no  application  to 
my  case,  because  it  provides  that  "  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  ap- 
pointed after  the  first  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy- 
two,  as  an  officer,  clerk,  or  employe  In  any  of  the  Departments  to  net  as  coun- 
sel, attorney,  or  agent  for  prosecuting  any  claim  against  the  United  States 
which  was  pending  in  either  of  said  Departments,  while  he  was  such  officer, 
clerk,  or  employ 6,  nor  In  any  manner,  nor  by  any  means,  to  aid  in  the  prosecu- 
tion of  such  claims,  within  two  years  next  after  he  shall  have  ceased  to  be 
•such  officer,  clerk  or  employ 6." 

This  law  clearly  contemplates  that  any  person  who  was  not  in  the  employ 
of  the  Government  on  the  first  day  of  June,  1872,  but  was  thereafter  appointed 
to  office,  should  not  be  permitted  to  prosecute  any  claim  against  the  Government 
which  was  pending  while  he  was  in  office,  within  two  years  next  after  he  shall 
have  severed  his  official  relations  with  the  Government. 

This  is  apparent  for  the  reason  that  the  Constitution,  under  the  head  of 
M  Limitations  of  the  power  of  Congress,"  in  express  terms  provides : 

"No  bill  of  attainder,  or  ex  post  facto  law  shall  be  passed."  Art.  1,  section 
ix,  paragraph  3. 

At  the  date  fixed  by  the  law,  June  1,  1872,  I  was  a  third  class  clerk  In  the 
General  Land  Office,  and  from  that  time  and  before,  to  the  31st  of  August,  1885, 
I  was  continuously  employed  in  that  office.  It  is  true,  however,  that  I  did  not 
continue  in  that  grade.  The  record  shows,  that  January  31,  1SS0,  I  was  com- 
missioned by  tbe  President  to  be  principal  clerk  on  private  land  claims;  Sep- 
tember 20,  1SS2,  was  appointed  by  Secretary  to  be  chief  clerk,  and  July  9, 
1S&1,  was  commissioned  by  the  President  to  be  Assistant  Commissioner.  My 
employment,  however,  has  been  continuous  from  the  date  of  my  original  ap- 
pointment, December  9,  1SC5,  to  the  31st  of  August  1S85,  when  my  resignation 
of  the  office  of  Assistant  Commissioner  took  effect,  and  the  record  will  also  show 
that  I  have  been  paid  for  every  day  during  that  period.  The  various  positions 
which  I  have  filled  since  the  9th  day  of  December,  1SG5,  were  a  continuation  of 
the  original  appointment  which  was  then  made,  and  which  was  the  foundation 
of,  and  key  to  my  entrance  into  the  public  service  as  a  first  class  clerk,  and  they 
have  always  been  considered  promotions  from  that  grade. 

I  hope  you  will  give  this  subject  that  serious  consideration  which  it  merits  at 
your  hands,  and  advise  me  promptly  of  your  decision. 

Respectfully,  L.  HARRISON. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  Sept  28,  1885. 
Hon.  L.  Harrison  : 

Dear  Sir  :  Yours  of  the  22d  instant  before  me.  In  reply  I  beg  to  say,  that  I 
transmitted  to  the  chiefs  of  the  various  divisions  of  the  General  Land  Onlce  a 
copy  of  the  "  Secretary's  Instructions  "  in  relation  to  persons  who  had  been  offi- 
cials of  the  office  practicing  as  attorneys  therein,  with  directions  that  they 
should  cause  the  same  to  be  strictly  complied  with. 

In  this  I  certainly  have  neither  deprived,  nor  attempted  to  deprive  you  of  any 
x>f  your  constitutional  and  legal  rights,  nor  have  I  thereby  indicated  any 
unkindly  treatment  toward  you  personally,  but  simply,  as  I  conceive  it,  have 
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discharged  my  official  duty  under  the  law,  to  the  head  of  the  Department  under 
which  I  serve. 

It  is  not  unknown  to  you  that  it  has  been,  and  is,  my  earnest  desire  and 
determination,  so  far  as  in  me  lies,  to  do  away  with  the  loose  practices  that 
have  heretofore  existed  in  the  General  Land  Office. 

In  this  I  shall  continue,  prompted  by  the  sole  desire  to  discharge  a  duty,  and 
certainly  regretting  if  in  doing  this,  any  body  shall  feel  that  they  have  cause  of 
grievance,  or  that  it  is  aimed  at  them  in  any  spirit  of  unkindness  or  malev- 

Very  truly,  WM.  A.  J.  SPARKS, 

Commissioner. 

In  a  communication  addressed  to  me,  as  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  dated  Sep- 
tember 30th,  and  entitled  as  stated  at  the  beginning  of  this  paper,  Mr.  Harrison 
says: 

"  It  will  be  observed  that  the  Commissioner  does  not  directly  decide  whether 
my  case  as  presented  to  him,  falls  within  the  provisions  of  the  law,  yet  in  view 
of  what  I  had  stated  as  his  action  in  the  matter,  he,  by  inference,  decides  that 
it  does,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  this,  for  in  his  letter  he  says,  without 
qualification,  that  the  directions  given  were  with  reference  to  persons  practic- 
ing who  had  been  previously  officials  of  the  office  and  that  he  had  simply  as  he 
conceived  it  discharged  his  official  duty  under  the  law,  to  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment, thus  denying  a  reconsideration  of  his  action 

I  now  respectfully  appeal  to  you,  and  as  grounds  therefor  state: 

(1)  That  Section  190  R.  S.  should  be  held  to  apply  only  to  the  prosecution  of 
claims  for  money. 

(2)  That  it  has  no  application  in  the  practice  before  the  General  Land  Office 
except  in  cases  involving  the  payment  of  money. 

(3)  That  in  my  case  the  law  has  no  application  whatever." 

In  the  course  of  his  argument  Mr.  Harrison  contends  that  he  should  be  ex- 
cepted from  the  operations  of  the  statute  for  the  following  reasons: 

"  I  was  then,  and  for  some  years  previous,  employed  in  the  General  Land 
Office.  From  date  of  my  original  appoiutnient  to  the  1st  Instant,  I  was  not  for  a 
day,  an  hour,  or  an  instant,  out  of  such  employment  It  is  true  that  my  salary 
was  increased  by  promotion  to  higher  grades,  and  that  I  performed  different 
duties  at  different  times.  It  is  also  true  that  these  promotions  were  made  by 
new  appointments.  I  contend,  however,  that  it  was  tbe  clear  intent  of  the 
statute  to  except  from  its  operations  any  person  who  on  June  1st,  1872,  was  an 
officer,  clerk  or  employe  in  any  department,  and  who  continuously  thereafter 
remained  in  such  Department  up  to  his  severance  of  official  relations,  following 
which,  he  might  seek  to  practice  as  an  attorney." 

OPINION. 

The  question  presented  is,  whether  a  person  who  holds  his  appointment  as  an 
officer,  clerk,  or  employe  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  may  act  as  counsel, 
attorney,  or  agent  for  prosecuting  any  clnim  against  the  United  States  in  that 
Department  while  he  was  such  officer,  clerk,  or  employe,  or  can  In  any  manner, 
or  by  any  menus,  aid  in  the  prosecution  there  of  such  claim,  until  two  years 
have  expired  since  the  dissolution  of  his  official  connection  with  that  Depart- 
ment 

The  act  of  Congress  of  1872,  section  100  of  the  U.  S.  Revised  Statutes,  reads 
as  follows : 

"  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  appointed  after  the  first  day  of  June, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-two,  as  an  officer,  clerk,  or  employe  in 
any  of  the  Departments,  to  act  as  counsel,  attorney,  or  ageut  for  prosecuting 
any  claim  against  the  United  States  which  was  pending  in  either  of  said 
Departments  while  he  wns  such  officer,  clerk,  or  employe,  nor  in  any  manner, 
nor  by  any  means,  to  aid  in  the  prosecution  of  any  such  claim,  within  two  years 
next  after  he  shall  hnve  ceased  to  be  such  officer,  clerk,  or  employe." 

The  prohibition  of  this  statute  is  unconditional,  and  comprehends  In  Its  terms 
all  of  the  Departments  of  the  Government,  every  case  of  the  prosecution  of  a 
claim  pending  against  the  United  States  in  any  one  of  them,  and  debars  every 
officer,  clerk,  or  employe  from  participating  in  any  manner,  with  any  means, 
whether  as  counsel,  clerk,  or  agent,  in  the  prosecution  of  that  claim  within  the 
time  designated. 

I  shall  consider  this  case  as  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office  in  cases  of  contests  relative  to  titles  to  the  public 
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lands  between  claimants,  and  which  were  pending  while  the  appellant  was  a 
clerk  in  that  office,  and  within  two  years  since  his  resignation. 

The  objection  is  that  this  statute  has  no  reference  to  contests  of  title  to 
lands,  but  only  to  claims  for  money  upon  the  United  States,  and  that  the  lan- 
gunge  of  the  statute  and  the  policy  of  the  act  are  each  satisfied  by  this  inter- 
pretation. 

I  do  not  concur  in  this  conclusion.  The  statute  applies  to  all  of  the  Depart- 
ments; to  all  of  the  offices  of  the  designated  classes  in  each  one;  and  to  all 
prosecutions  of  claims  of  every  class  in  the  Departments  pending  there  while 
the  officers,  clerks,  or  employes  appointed  since  June,  1872,  belonged  to  them. 
The  act  is  not  penal  in  its  nature.  It  authorizes  no  criminal  prosecution,  nor 
does  It  impute  discredit  or  dishonor,  nor  affix  stigma  on  any.  It  creates  a  civil 
disability  for  the  public  utility.  Its  design  is  to  elevate  the  pubic  service,  so 
that  It  may  inspire  public  confidence.  The  act  plainly  implies  that  It  is  not 
suitable  or  seemly  for  an  officer,  clerk,  or  employ*?,  shortly  after  his  departure 
from  service  in  a  Department,  to  appear  before  that  Department  as  a  prosecutor 
of  the  claims  pending  therein  against  the  United  States  while  he  was  a  member 
of  It. 

The  principle  of  the  act  is,  that  all  the  public  servants  in  the  Department, 
whether  officers,  clerks,  or  employes,  shall  observe  a  condition  which  at  least 
tends  to  hinder  them  from  appearance  of  being  placed  under  a  suspicion  of 
having  had  a  conflict  between  their  duties  as  officers  or  public  agents  and  as 
men,  and  as  giving  preference  to  the  last.  For  two  years  after  their  resigna- 
tion or  dismission  they  are  disabled  for  the  prosecution  of  claims  In  the  Depart- 
ment against  the  United  States.  The  terms  of  the  act  are  unqualified,  and  are 
very  expressive  by  their  universality  and  absoluteness.  My  opinion  is,  they 
embrace  all  persons  commissioned  or  appointed  in  the  Department  since  the 
first  day  of  June,  1872,  as  officer,  clerk,  or  employe",  and  who  have  not  been 
out  of  service  for  two  years.  Neither  do  I  concur  in  the  argument  that  cases 
prosecuted  in  the  Land  Office  relative  to  claims  for  title  to  the  public  lauds 
are  not  included  within  the  terms  of  the  act. 

The  power  to  dispose  of  the  public  domain,  and  to  make  rules  respecting  it 
under  the  acts  of  Congress,  is  confided  to  this  Department.  The  claims  upon 
the  United  States  respecting  the  disposition  of  their  public  lands  arise  out  of 
treaties  with  foreign  nations  and  Indian  tribes;  compacts  between  the  United 
States  and  States  of  the  Union;  and  laws  of  the  United  States  for  disposition 
by  sale,  donation,  or  as  bounties,  under  laws  for  settlement,  and  grants  of  pre- 
emption and  other  forms  of  contract.  It  would  be  difficult  to  state  the  value 
of  the  rights  and  interests  involved  and  the  variety  of  questions  and  contro- 
versies that  arise.  An  officer,  clerk,  or  employe  of  the  Department  may  abuse 
his  opportunities  in  the  Department  for  the  acquirement  of  information,  or  the 
mnkiug  of  connections  to  assist  him  to  appear  favorably  and  profitably  there- 
after, as  counsel,  attorney,  or  agent  in  the  litigous  discord  which  may  exist,  or 
as  preparing  in  the  Department  cases  of  claims.  Such  officer,  clerk,  or  em- 
ploye during  his  term  may  apply  himself  for  practice  after  his  resignation. 
He  may  be  tempted  to  foment  controversies  In  respect  to  titles  which  have  come 
before  the  Department  in  his  presence,  and  perhaps  in  cases  within  his  cog- 
nizance and  within  his  care  as  an  officer,  clerk,  or  employed 

The  titles  issued  by  the  Government  may  be  discredited,  and  the  purchasers 
of  the  public  domain  embarrassed,  because  of  such  infidelity.  The  irregulari- 
ties, defects,  or  omissions  he  may  have  noted  he  may  conceal  and  withhold  for 
further  speculation  or  merchandise. 

It  is  easy  to  conceive  of  cases  of  claims  and  counter-claims  pending  between 
the  government  and  its  citizens,  where  the  loss,  destruction  or  mutilation  of 
a  single  book  or  paper,  or  the  alteration  of  a  single  word  therein,  might  result 
In  a  heavy  loss  to  the  government  and  a  great  injustice  to  a  large  number  of 
citizens.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  certain  government  employes  are -the 
trusted  custodians  of  its  books  and  papers,  while  others  have  free  and  unre- 
stricted access  to  the  same,  it  might  be  an  easy  thing  for  a  faithless  employe* 
to  use  his  time — not  in  the  speedy  and  just  settlement  of  claims  against  the 
government  during  the  term  of  his  office — but,  in  preventing  such  settlement,  and 
putting  them  in  such  a  shape  as  to  enable  him  to  reap  handsome  profits  by  their 
unjust  settlement,  after  the  term  of  his  service  shall  have  expired. 

The  statute  is  so  comprehensive  and  absolute  in  imposing  disqualification, 
that  we  may  fairly  conclude  the  decision  "was,  that  the  axe  was  to  be  placed 
at  the  root  of  the  tree  bearing  the  fruit.  The  statute  imports  that  no  citizen 
should  be  put  to  loss  or  suffering  because  of  the  infidelity  of  any  of  the  officers 
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of  the  Department  appearing  as  counsel,  attorney,  or  agent,  adversely  to  the 
United  States,  by  any  manner  or  means  in  their  possession. 

The  statute  includes  all  persons  ••  appointed  after  the  first  day  of  June,  1872, 
ns  au  officer,  clerk,  or  employe1,"  etc.  That  was  the  date  of  the  passage  of  the 
act;  and  the  Congress  in  directing  that  the  statute  should  apply  alone  to 
ap]K)intment8  made  After  its  enactment,  evidently  intended  in  a  spirit  of  fair- 
ness to  impose  the  disability,  which  sound  public  policy  required,  only  with  the 
assent  of  the  appointee — to  be  Implied  from  acceptance  of  the  office.  It  gave 
notice  that  all  persons  thereafter  appointed  as  officer,  clerk,  or  employe  in  any 
of  the  Departments  must  accept  their  appointments  and  commissions  subject 
to  the  conditions  prescribed.  This  purpose  is  just  as  applicable  to  oue  who 
has  accepted  a  distinct  appointment  to  a  new  and  better  position  since  the 
date  fixed,  as  to  one  newly  introduced  to  the  service.  Those  officers  of  the 
Dei mrt men t  who  have  been  appointed  to  another  grade  and  commissioned  are 
included  in  the  prohibitions  of  the  act.  They  clearly  apply  to  oue  who,  like 
Mr.  Harrison,  has  accepted  and  held  an  office  by  appointment  of  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  when  at  the  time  specified 
by  the  statute  he  was  employed  merely  in  a  clerical  capacity. 

Your  action  is  approved. 

Very  respectfully,  L.  Q.  C.  LAMAR, 

Secretary. 

Mr.  Graham.  Do  you  know  whether  there  are  any  other  decisions 
on  this  point,  preventing  any  ex-officials  of  the  Land  Department 
from  taking  and  prosecuting  claims  before  that  department? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  do  not.  I  should  have  supposed,  from  an  ex- 
amination of  the  statute,  that  there  would  be  no  question  as  to  that; 
that  the  opinion  given  by  Secretary  Lamar  was  the  correct  opinion. 

The  Chairman.  In  connection  with  these  decisions,  I  would  like 
to  have  added  what  the  Attorney-General  says  on  page  802,  where  ho 
refers  to  this  matter,  commencing  at  the  middle  of  the  page — 
"  Second.  The  suggestion  that  it  was  unlawful  for  Mr.  Ballinger  " — 
down  to  the  bottom  of  the  page.  I  want  that  inserted.  It  is  as  fol- 
lows : 

Second.  The  suggestion  that  it  was  unlawful  for  Mr.  Ballinger  to  hove  any 
professional  relation  with  these  claimants  because  of  his  previous  incumbency 
of  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  is,  in  my  opinion,  unsound. 
The  suggestion  is  based  on  section  190,  United  States  Revised  Statutes,  which 
enacts : 

"  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  appointed  after  the  first  day  of  June, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-two,  as  an  officer,  clerk,  or  employee 
in  any  of  the  departments  to  act  as  counsel,  attorney,  or  agent  for  prosecuting 
any  claim  against  the  United  States  which  was  pending  In  either  of  said  de- 
partments while  he  was  such  officer,  clerk,  or  employee,  nor  In  any  manner, 
nor  by  any  means,  to  aid  In  the  prosecution  of  any  such  claim,  within  two  years 
next  after  he  shall  have  ceased  to  be  such  officer,  clerk,  or  employee." 

In  the  case  of  W.  D.  Harlan  (17  Land  Dec.,  216)  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
8mlth,  in  a  well-reasoned  opinion,  held  that  the  words  "claim  against  the 
United  States,"  as  used  in  that  section,  must  be  construed  to  mean  a  money 
demand  against  the  United  States.  An  earlier  decision  (4  Land  Dec.,  170), 
which  gave  a  wider  application  to  the  words,  was  overruled.  In  Yeater  v. 
Prince  (33  Land  Dec,  137)  this  construction  was  adopted  and  followed  by 
Acting  Secretary  Ryan.  A  similar  construction  has  been  given  In  section  10  of 
the  act  of  March  3,  1863,  now  constituting  section  3469,  Revised  Statutes,  relat- 
ing to  the  assignment  "of  any  claims  in  favor  of  the  United  States,"  by  Attor- 
ney-General Edwards  (12  Op.,  543) ;  and  section  5408,  Revised  Statutes,  relat- 
ing to  the  prosecution  of  any  claim  against  the  United  States  by  an  officer  of 
the  United  States,  etc.,  appears  only  to  have  been  applied  to  the  prosecution  of 
money  claims. 

Mr.  Denby.  Do  you  think,  Mr.  Glavis,  if  you  do  not  mind  stating 
just  what  your  views  are,  that  Mr.  Ballinger  and  Mr.  Dennett  were 
m  league  to  aid  in  the  fraudulent  securing  of  coal  lands,  or  do  you 
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think  they  were  simply  incompetent,  or  what  are  your  views  of  their 
competency  in  general  ? 

Mr.  Glavts.  That  would  be  the  sum  of  my  whole  testimony;  it 
would  only  be  my  opinion. 

.    Mr.  Den  by.  I  thought  that  you  had  given  a  great  deal  of  study  to 
it,  and  vou  would  have  an  opinion  on  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  some  evidence  which  would  lead  me  to  believe 
that  Mr.  Dennett  needed  the  support  of  all  the  official  people  he  could 
get  to  become  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office ;  that  is, 
to  be  reappointed.  On  that  account  I  thought,  perhaps,  he  might  go 
further  than  he  would  ordinarily.  As  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  however,  I 
do  not  know ;  it  is  pretty  hard  to  judge  what  he  was  going  to  get  out 
of'  it,  or  whether  he  was  going  to  get  anything  out  of  it — I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  notice  in  these  letters  at  various  places  he  speaks 
of  not  considering  himself  the  proper  person  to  handle  these  claims, 
because  he  had  once  had  private  relations  while  a  lawyer  with  the 
defendants.  Do  you  accept  that  as  the  genuine  expression  of  his 
views,  that  he  ought  not  to  take  part,  because  of  prejudice? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  doubt  those  are  his  views;  but  he  did  take  part  in 
them  after  becoming  Secretary. 

Mr.  Denby.  It  was  after  he  became  Secretary  that  he  wrote  these 
letters  and  tried  to  have  Pierce  handle  the  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  After  becoming  Secretary  he  did  take  part  in  the 
conduct  of  the  Alaska  investigations. 

Mr.  Denby.  Then  you  do  not  place  much  reliance  on  his  statement 
that  he  did  not;  that  he  preferred  not  to;  that  he  tried  not  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No ;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  suppose,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  it  would  be  proper 
to  say  that  we,  in  presenting  this  fact,  have  not  assumed  that  it  was 
the  legality  of  Mr.  Ballinger's  act,  but  the  propriety  of  the  act — his 
acting  for  the  Government  and  getting  all  the  Government's  side  of 
the  case,  as  one  does  in  that  office,  and  then  afterwards  acting  for  the 
claimants.  It  seems  to  us  that  even  in  ordinary  practice  no  man  who 
had  acted  on  one  side  of  a  case  would  afterwards  act  for  the  other 
side. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  further  evidence? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  stated  what  happened 
after  this  time,  July  30,  when  you  wrote  that  letter  that  has  been 
the  subject  of  discussion.    Now,  go  on  from  there. 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  four  or  five  days  later  I  was  in  Spokane, 
Wash.,  and  there  met  Mr.  Pinchot,  and  I  related  to  him 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  the  first  time  that  you  had  met  Mr. 
Pinchot  in  this  connection? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  time  was  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  August  5  was  the  first  time  I  ever  met  or  ever 
talked  to  him  or  ever  wrote  to  him — I  had  not  written  him  at  all 
about  these  coal  cases.  I  explained  briefly  the  situation,  and  he  asked 
me  if  I  would  mind  if  ex-Governor  Pardee,  of  California,  would 
hear  the  circumstances,  and  I  told  him  I  had  no  objection  to  his 
hearing  them.  So  Mr.  Pardee  came  in  the  room  and  I  explained  to 
both  of  them  the  situation,  and  showed  them  the  documents  and 
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the  papers,  and  after  going  thoroughly  over  the  matter  Mr.  Pinchot 
thought  the  facts  were  of  such  a  serious  nature  that  I  should  present  • 
them  to  the  President;  and  as  it  was  my  opinion  also  that  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done,  he  gave  me  a  couple  of  letters  of  introduction, 
and  I  left  that  night  or  the  next  night  for  the  East  Before  leaving 
I  told  Mr.  Pinchot  that  I  thought  perhaps  Mr.  Shaw,  of  the  Forest 
Service,  might  have  some  information  also  that  I  could  use  in  my 
report  to  the  President,  and  as  a  result  of  that  statement  Mr.  Pinchot 
said  he  would  have  Shaw  meet  me  in  Chicago.  I  prepared  a  rough 
draft  of  my  report  to  the  President  on  the  train  to  Chicago,  and  when 
I  arrived  there  I  met  "Mr.  Shaw,  and  he  explained  to  me  the  difficulty 
he  had  encountered  in  getting  some  of  the  record.  First,  he  said  that 
they  had  refused  to  show  him  any  of  the  Cunningham  papers  at  first. 

Mr.  Denby.  That  who  refused  to  show  him  the  record? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Schwartz ;  I  do  not  know  whether 
Mr.  Pierce,  the  Assistant  Secretary,  was  there  or  not. 

Mr.  Denby.  You  mean  he  was  refused  here  at  the  bureau  in  Wash- 
ington? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir ;  at  the  General  Land  Office.  I  did  not  see  any 
evidence  that  he  had,  but  in  writing  my  report  I  stated  that  the  For- 
est Service  might  have  some  further  information,  thinking  perhaps 
the  President  might  call  on  the  Forest  Service  for  a  fuller  report,  and 
I  did  not  want  to  give  hearsay  evidence  in  my  report,  because  I 
wanted  to  confine  myself  to  a  statement  of  the  facts. 

The  next  day  Mr.  Shaw  went  with  me  when  my  report  was  written, 
and  he  made  some  suggestions  as  to  the  substance  and  form  of  the 
report,  but  as  to  any  change  in  the  substance  of  my  report  I  would 
not  accept;  but  as  to  the  form,  I  did  accept  a  number  of  suggestions, 
and  he  read  my  rough  draft  of  the  report  to  the  stenographer,  ana 
when  it  was  written  up  I  proceeded  to  Beverly  and  met  the  President 
there  and  presented  him  with  a  summary  of  my  report,  and  also  with 
the  main  report. 

He  asked  me  then  about  some  water-power  sites.  There  had  been 
some  newspaper  talk  about  water-power  sites  at  that  time — I  did  not 
know  very  much  about  it,  so  after  leaving  him  I  wired  Shaw  in 
Washington,  asking  him  to  come  to  Boston  and  bring  the  power  site 
places,  and  he  did  oring  them  up.  I  asked  him  to  do  this  because  I 
thought  perhaps  I  would  see  the  President  again  and  if  he  wanted  to 
know  about  it  I  could  give  him  the  papers  and  tell  him  that  Mr. 
Shaw  was  there  and  that  he  could  tell  nim  about  it.  He  seemed  very 
much  interested  in  the  power  sites.  I  remained  in  Boston  about  four 
or  five  days,  and  then  Mr.  Carpenter,  the  President's  private  secre- 
tary, advised  me  over  the  telephone  that  the  President  had  furnished 
Mr.  Ballinger  with  my  report,  and  that  I  could  return  to  Seattle, 
and  that  they  might  want  me  later  in  Washington. 

On  my  way  to  Seattle  I  arrived  in  New  York  on  the  morning  and 
left  that  night,  but  during  that  time  I  tried  to  see  Mr.  Wickersham. 
I  saw  his  private  secretary  and  told  him  that  I  thought  that  if  some- 
body was  allowed  to  come  to  Washington  they  coula  get  a  great  deal 
of  further  evidence  down  here  in  the  way  of  recora  evidence.  He 
told  me  afterwards  that  Mr.  Wickersham  said  he  could  not  authorize 
me  to  come  here;  that  I  was  out  of  his  department  and  would  have 
to  assume  the  responsibility  myself.    I  did  not  want  to  do  that    I 
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went  back  to  Seattle,  and  a  couple  of  weeks  later,  I  guess  it  was;  I 
•was  dismissed  from  the  service.  That  was  all  of  my  relations  with 
the  Alaska  coal  cases  officially. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  was  the  date  when  you  saw  the  President? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember  now. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  one  letter  of  August  12  from  Mr.  Schwartz 
to  Mr.  McEniry,  which  appears  on  page  424,  and  which  reads  as 
follows : 

Washington,  D.  C,  August  12,  1909. 
M.  D.  McEniry, 

Special  Agent,  Denver,  Colo.: 
Get  Into  scare  heads  to-night  and  Associated  Press,  It  possible,  that  Secre- 
tary and  couuuissloner  have  secured  evidence  showing  unlawful  combinations 
of  several  hundred  coal  entries;  that  General  Land  Office  is  assigning  its 
best  coal  engineers  and  lawyers  to  Seattle  to  assist  in  the  coming  trials;  that 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office  while  in  Denver  had  expressed  confidence 
that  several  hundred  entries  would  be  canceled;  that  Government  is  making 
every  effort  to  secure  speedy  action  on  these  cases,  as  all  coal  entries  in  Alaska 
have  now  been  suspended  for  over  four  years:  that  Government  is  anxious  to 
clear  these  lands  of  bad  entries  that  it  may  get  coal  for  its  coaling  stations  in 
the  Pacific;  that  special  agents  say  that  coming  hearings  will  reach  some  of 
largest  interests  yet  uncovered;  and  that  Bollinger  has  made  it  plain  that  he  will 
stand  behind  them  to  the  finish;  that  several  of  the  railroad  corporations  owned 
by  eastern  capital  are  making  indirect  efforts  to  delay  the  hearings,  hoping 
that  next  Congress  will  pass  further  remedial  legislation  or  permit  greater 
consolidation,  but  it  is  the  position  of  the  commissioner  that  such  entries  as 
are  fraudulent,  as  the  law  now  stands,  should  be  canceled  at  once,  and  criminal 
liability  develoi>ed  before  statute  bars  action.  Follow  somewhat  above  ideas.  I 
understand  slanderous  newspaper  attacks  about  to  be  made  on  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  Pierce,  in  Alaska  coal.  I  wish  to  forestall.  Treat  the  source 
of  your  information  secret,  as  I  have  consulted  no  one.  After  putting  this 
out,  until  advised  further,  avoid  interviews  in  this  matter. 

Schwartz. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Can  you  tell  us — I  suppose  we  could  ascertain  by 
looking  it  over — who  put  that  in  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  a  part  of  the  full  record  of  the  coal  cases, 
as  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  know;  but  who  produced  that  original  paper! 

The  Chairman.  It  is  the  answer  of  Schwartz. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  a  part  of  Schwartz's  answer,  a  part  of  all  the 
papers  on  file.    Mr.  Glavis,  how  old  are  you  ? 

Mr.  Graham.  Before  taking  that  up,  who  is  McEniry  ? 
.  Mr.  Brandeis.  Do  you  know  who  McEniry  is! 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  chief  of  the  field  division  at  Denver. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  page  is  that  on? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  on  page  424. 

How  old  are  you,  Mr.  Glavis! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Twenty-six. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  all  that  I  have  to  ask  this 
witness  at  the  present  time.  When  the  papers  that  we  have  asked 
for  have  been  produced  there  may  be  some  questions  in  that  connec- 
tion that  I  may  desire  to  recall  the  witness  for. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  not  advised  at  this  time  whether  any  of  these 
gentlemen  against  whom  these  insinuations  and  charges  are  made  de- 
sire to  cross-examine  Mr.  Glavis,  but  if  that  should  be  the  case,  I 
suppose  he  will  be  in  attendance. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  Whenever  the  committee  desires  him,  Mr.  Glavis 
can  tell  what  his  intentions  are.    I  do  not  know  what  they  are. 

The  Chairman.  You  expect  to  recall  him  after  you  nave  those 
other  documents? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  may  or  may  not  be  recalled.  It  depends  upon 
what  the  evidence  is. 

Mr.  Cotton.  Mr.  Glavis  states  that  he  does  not  desire  to  remain 
around  here.    If  there  is  to  be  any  plan 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  know  of  any  plan  at  present. 

Mr.  Cotton.  I  think  we  would  rather  leave  it  that  way — that  we 
will  recall  him  or  not,  as  we  see  fit. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  suggest  that  Mr.  Glavis  be  in  attendance 
at  our  next  meeting  on  Monday  afternoon. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  want  to  get  out  West  as  soon  as  I  can. 

The  Chairman.  Is  the  attorney  for  Mr.  Pinchot  present? 

Mr.  Cotton.  I  think  he  is  not  here,  but  I  will  send  him  any  word 
you  may  want  me  to. 

The  Chairman.  Tell  him  that  we  will  adjourn  this  hearing  until 
2.30  o'clock  Monday  afternoon. 

If  it  is  agreeable  to  the  committee,  the  hearing  will  be  adjourned 
till  Monday  at  half-past  2  o'clock. 

(Accordingly  at  5.05  p.  m.  the  committee  adjourned  until  Monday, 
January  31,  1910,  at  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.) 


Coal-Land  Law  and  Regulations  Thereunder. 

N.J  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  31, 188t. 
Gentlemen:  The  following  sections  of  the  Revised  Statutes  provide  for  the  sale  of 
coal  lands  of  the  United  States: 

Title  XXXII,  Chapter  Six. 

MINERAL  LANDS  AND  MINING  RESOURCES. 

Sec.  2347.  Every  person  above  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  who  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  or  who  has  declared  his  intention  to  become  such, 
or  any  association  of  persons  severally  qualified  as  above,  shall,   „  SjJJJ  ^iSts^o"^ 
upon  application  to  the  register  of  the  proper  land-office,  have  the  s.  it  v.  yjt  p.  fal 
right  to  enter,  by  legal  subdivisions,  any  quantity  of  vacant  coal- 
lands  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated  or  reserved  by  competent 
authority,  not  exceeding  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  to  such  individual  person,  or 
three  hundred  and  twenty  acres  to  such  association,  upon  payment  to  the  receiver  of 
not  less  than  ten  dollars  per  acre  for  such  lands,  where  the  same  shall  be  situated  more 
than  fifteen  miles  from  any  completed  railroad,  and  not  less  than  twenty  dollaro  per 
acre  for  such  lands  as  shall  be  within  fifteen  miles  of  such  road. 

Sec  2348.  Any  person  or  association  of  persons  severally  qualified,  as  above  pro- 
vided, who  have  opened  and  improved,  or  snail  hereafter  open  and      PnMrtri 
improve,  any  coal  mine  or  mines  upon  the  public  lands,  and  shall  ula^/wdV^00*^ 
be  in  actual  possession  of  the  same,  snail  be  entitled  to  a  preference-  "' 

right  of  entry,  under  the  preceding  section,  of  the  mines  so  opened  and  improved: 
Provided,  That  when  any  association  of  not  less  than  four  persons,  severally  qualified 
as  above  provided,  shall  have  expended  not  less  than  five  thousand  dollars  in  working 
and  improving  any  such  mine  or  mines,  such  association  may  enter  not  exceeding  six 
hundred  and  forty  acres,  including  sucn  mining  improvements. 
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Sbc.  2349.  All  claims  under  the  preceding  section  must  be  presented  to  the  register 
of  the  proper  land-district  within  sixty  days  after  the  date  of  actual 
Preemption  claims  possession  and  the  commencement  of  improvements  on  the  land, 
noted  within  s£t£   *>y  the  filiT,g  of  a  declaratory  statement  therefor;  but  when  the 
days,  Ac.   ibid.,  s.  3.  township  plat  is  not  on  file  at  the  date  of  such  improvement,  filing 
must  be  made  within  sixty  days  from  the  receipt  of  such  plat  at  the 
district  office;  and  where  the  improvements  shall  have  been  made  prior  to  the  expira- 
tion of  three  months  from  the  third  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three, 
sixty  days  from  the  expiration  of  Buch  three  months  shall  be  allowed  for  the  filing  of 
a  declaratory  statement,  and  no  sale  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be. 
allowed  until  the  expiration  of  six  months  from  the  third  day  of  March,  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy- three. 

Sec.  2350.  The  three  preceding  sections  shall  be  held  to  authorize  only  one  entry 
by  the  same  person  or  association  of  persons;  and  no  association  of 
lowed    /wVs1?         persons  any  member  of  which  shall  have  taken  the  benefit  of  such 
'*  *  sections,  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a  member  of  any  other  asso- 

ciation, shall  enter  or  hold  any  other  lands  under  the  provisions  thereof;  and  no  mem- 
ber of  any  association  which  shall  have  taken  the  benefit  of  such  sections  shall  enter 
or  hold  any  other  lands  under  their  provisions;  and  all  persons  claiming  under  section 
twenty-three  hundred  and  forty-eight  shall  be  required  to  prove  their  respective 
rights  and  pay  for  the  lands  filed  upon  within  one  year  from  the  time  prescribed  for 
fifing  their  respective  claims;  and  upon  failure  to  file  the  proper  notice,  or  to  pa^  for 
the  land  within  the  required  period,  the  same  shall  be  subject  to  entry  by  any  other 
qualified  applicant. 
Sec  2351.  In  case  of  conflicting  claims  upon  coal-lands  where  the  improvements 
shall  be  commenced,  after  the  third  day  of  March,  eighteen  hun- 
JMdls.  fi !  ^red  an(*  8eventy-three,  priority  of  possession  and  improvement, 

*'  followed  by  proper  filing  and  continued  good  faith,  shall  determine 

the  preference-right  to  purchase.    And  also  where  improvements  have  already  been 
made  prior  to  the  third  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three,  division 
of  the  land  claimed  may  be  made  by  legal  subdivisions,  to  include,  as  near  as  may  be, 
the  valuable  improvements  of  the  respective  parties.    The  Commissioner  of  the  Gen- 
eral Land  Office  is  authorized  to  issue  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  provisions  of  this  and  the  four  preceding  sections. 
Sec.  2352.  Nothing  in  the  five  preceding  sections  shall  be  construed  to  destroy  or 
impair  any  rights  which  may  have  attached  prior  to  the  third  day 
im  a  6       re8erv      of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three,  or  to  authorize  the 
'f  "  sale  of  lands  valuable  for  mines  of  gold,  silver,  or  copper. 

RULES   AND   REGULATIONS. 

Under  the  authority  conferred  by  said  section  2351  the  following  rules  and  regulations 
are  issued  for  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  said  law: 

1.  Sale  of  coal  lands  is  provided  for — 

By  ordinary  private  entry  under  section  2347. 

By  granting  a  preference  right  of  purchase,  based  on  priority  of  possession  and  im- 
provement, under  section  2348. 

2.  The  land  entered  under  either  section  must  be  by  legal  subdivisions,  as  made  by 
the  regular  United  States  survey.  Entry  is  confined  to  surveyed  lands;  to  such  as 
are  vacant,  not  otherwise  appropriated,  reserved  by  competent  authority,  or  contain- 
ing valuable  minerals  other  than  coal. 

3.  Individuals  and  associations  may  purchase.  If  an  individual,  he  must  be  twenty- 
one  years  of  age  and  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  or  have  declared  his  intention  to 
become  such  citizen. 

4.  If  an  association  of  persons,  each  person  must  be  qualified  as  above. 

5.  A  person  is  not  disqualified  by  the  ownership  of  any  quantity  of  other  land,  nor 
by  having  removed  from  his  own  land  in  the  same  State  or  Territory. 

6.  Anv  individual  may  enter  by  legal  subdivisions  as  aforesaid  any  area  not  exceed- 
ing one  hundred  and  sixty  acres. 

7.  Any  association  may  enter  not  to  exceed  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres. 

8.  Any  association  of  not  less  than  four  persons,  duly  qualified,  who  shall  have 
expended  not  less  than  $5,000  in  working  and  improving  any  coal  mine  or  mines, 
may  enter  under  section  2348  not  exceeding  six  hundred  and  forty  acres,  including 
such  mining  improvements. 

9.  One  person  can  have  the  benefit  of  one  entry  or  filing  only.  He  is  disqualified 
by  having  made  such  entry  or  filing  alone  or  as  a  member  of  an  association.  No  entry 
can  be  allowed  an  association  which  has  in  it  a  single  person  thus  disqualified,  as  the 
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law  prohibits  the  entry  or  holding  of  more  than  one  claim  either  by  an  individual 
or  an  association. 

10.  Lands  that  are  sufficiently  valuable  for  gold,  silver,  or  copper  to  prevent  their 
entry  as  agricultural  lands  can  not  be  entered  as  coal-lands;  and  you  will  not  allow 
any  entry  to  be  made  under  the  above-named  provisions  of  law  of  lands  valuable  for 
their  deposits  of  said  minerals. 

11.  The  present  rules  relative  to  "hearings  to  establish  the  character  of  lands," 
contained  in  General  Land  Office  regulations  of  October  31,  1881  [Revision  approved 
June  24,  1899],  issued  under  the  mining  laws,  will,  as  far  as  applicable,  govern  your 
action  in  determining  the  character  of  lands  sought  to  be  entered  as  coal-land. 

12.  The  price  per  acre  is  $10  where  the  land  is  situated  more  than  fifteen  miles 
from  any  completed  railroad,  and  $20  per  acre  where  the  land  is  within  fifteen  miles 
of  such  road.  The  price  of  the  land,  however,  must  be  determined  by  its  distance 
from  a  completed  railroad  at  the  date  of  payment  and  entry  irrespective  of  the  prefer- 
ence-right of  entry. 

13.  When  application  is  made  to  purchase  coal-land  at  the  rate  of  $10  per  acre  you 
will  in  all  cases  require  saiafactory  proof  that  the  land  applied  for  is,  at  date  of  entry, 
situated  more  than  fifteen  miles  from  any  completed  railroad.  This  proof  may  con- 
sist of  the  affidavit  of  the  applicant,  or  that  of  his  duly  authorized  agent,  corroborated 
by  the  affidavit  of  some  disinterested  credible  party  showing  personal  knowledge  of 
the  facta. 

14.  Where  the  land  lies  partly  within  fifteen  miles  of  such  road  and  in  part  outside 
such  limit,  the  marimum  price  must  be  paid  for  all  legal  subdivisions  the  greater 
part  of  which  lie  within  fifteen. miles  of  such  road. 

15.  The  term 4  *  completed  railroad  "  is  held  to  mean  one  which  is  actually  constructed 
on  the  face  of  the  earth;  and  lands  within  fifteen  miles  of  any  point  of  a  railroad  so 
constructed  will  be  held  and  disposed  of  at  $20  per  acre. 

16.  Any  duly  qualified  person  or  association  must  be  preferred  as  purchasers  of  those 
public  lands  on  which  they  have  opened  and  improved,  or  shall  open  and  improve, 
any  coal  mine  or  mines,  and  which  they  Bhall  'have  in  actual  possession. 

11.  Possession  by  agent  is  recognized  as  the  possession  of  the  principal.  The 
clearest  .proof  on  the  point  of  agency  must,  however,  be  required  in  every  case,  and 
a  clearly-defined  possession  must  be  established. 

18.  Tne  opening  and  improving  of  a  coal  mine,  in  order  to  confer  a  preference-right 
of  purchase,  must  not  be  considered  as  a  mere  matter  of  form;  the  labor  expended 
ana  improvements  made  must  be  such  as  to  clearly  indicate  the  good  faith  of  the 
claimant. 

19.  These  lands  are  intended  to  be  sold,  where  there  are  adverse  claimants  therefor, 
to  the  party  who,  by  substantial  improvements,  actual  possession,  and  a  reasonable 
industry,  shows  an  intention  to  continue  his  development  of  the  mines  in  preference 
to  those  who  would  purchase  for  speculative  purposes  only.  With  this  view,  you 
will  require  such  proof  of  compliance  with  the  law,  when  lands  are  applied  for  under 
section  2348  by  adverse  claimants  as  the  circumstances  of  each  case  may  justify. 

20.  In  conflicts  where  improvements  have  been  or  shall  hereafter  be  commenced, 
priority  of  possession  and  improvement  shall  govern  the  award  when  the  law  has 
been  fully  complied  with  by  each  party.  A  mere  possession,  however,  without 
satisfactory  improvements,  will  not  secure  the  tract  to  the  first  occupant  when  a  subse- 
quent claimant  shows  his  full  compliance  with  the  law. 

21.  After  an  entry  has  been  allowed  to  one  party,  you  will  make  no  investigation 
concerning  it  at  the  instance  of  any  person  except  on  instructions  from  this  office. 
You  will,  nowever,  receive  all  affidavits  concerning  such  case  and  forward  the  same 
to  this  office,  accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the  facts  as  shown  by  your  records. 

22.  Prior  to  entry  it  is  competent  for  you  to  order  an  investigation,  on  sufficient 
grounds  set  forth  under  oath  of  a  party  in  interest  and  substantiated  by  the  affidavits 
of  disinterested  and  credible  witnesses. 

MANNER   OF  OBTAINING  TITLE. 

23.  When  title  is  sought  by  private  entry  the  party  will  himself  make  oath  to  the 
following  application,  which  must  be  presented  to  the  register: 

"I, ,  hereby  apply,  unaer  the  provisions  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 

United  States  relating  to  the  sale  of  coal-lands  of  the  United  States,  to  purchase  the 

quarter  of  section ,  in  township ,  of  range ,  in  tne  district  of 

lands  subject  to  sale  at  the  land  office  at ,  and  containing acres;  and  I 

solemnly  swear  that  no  portion  of  said  tract  is  in  the  possession  of  any  other  party: 
that  I  am  twenty-one  years  of  age,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  (or  have  declared 
my  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States),  and  have  never  held  nor  pur- 
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chased  lands  under  said  act,  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a  member  of  an  association: 
and  I  do  further  swear  that  I  am  well  acquainted  with  the  character  of  said  described 
land,  and  with  each  and  every  legal  subdivision  thereof,  having  frequently  passed 
over  the  same;  that  my  knowledge  of  said  land  is  such  as  to  enable  me  to  testify  un- 
derstandingly  with  regard  thereto;  that  said  land  contains  large  deposits  of  coal  and 
is  chiefly  valuable  therefor;  that  there  iB  not  to  my  knowledge  within  the  limits 
thereof  any  vein  or  lode  of  quartz  or  other  rock  in  place  bearing  gold,  silver,  or  cop- 
per, and  that  there  is  not  within  the  limits  of  said  land,  to  my  knowledge,  any  valu- 
able deposit  of  gold,  silver,  or  copper.    So  help  me  God. 

24.  Thereupon  the  register,  if  the  tract  is  vacant,  will  so  certify  to  the  receiver,  stat- 
ing the  price,  and  the  applicant  or  his  duly  authorized  agent  must  then  pay  the  amount 
of  purchase  money. 

25.  The  receiver  will  then  issue  to  the  purchaser  a  duplicate  receipt,  and  at  the 
close  of  the  month  the  register  and  receiver  will  make  returns  of  the  sale  to  the  General 
Land  Office,  from  whence,  when  the  proceedings  are  found  regular,  a  patent  or  com- 
plete title  will  be  issued;  and  on  surrender  of  the  duplicate  receipt  such  patent  will  be 
delivered,  at  the  option  of  the  patentee,  either  by  the  Commissioner  at  Washington  or 
by  the  register  at  tne  district  land  office. 

26.  This  disposition  at  private  entry  will  be  subject  to  any  valid  prior  adverse  right 
which  may  have  attached  to  the  same  land  and  which  is  protected  by  section  2348. 

27.  Second.  When  the  application  to  purchase  is  based  on  a  priority  of  possession, 
Ac,  as  provided  for  in  section  2348,  the  claimant  must,  when  the  township  plat  is  on 
file  in  your  office,  file  his  declaratory  statement  for  the  tract  claimed  sixty  days  from 
and  after  the  first  day  of  his  actual  possession  and  improvement.  Sixty  days,  exclu- 
sive of  the  first  day  of  possession,  Ac,  must  be  allowed. 

28.  The  declaratory  statement  must  be  substantially  as  follows,  to  wit: 

14 1, ,  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  am years  of  age,  and  a  citizen  of 

the  United  States  (or  have  declared  my  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States),  that  I  never  have*,  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a  member  of  an  association,  held 
or  purchased  any  coal-lands  under  the  provisions  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 
States  relating  to  the  sale  of  coal-lands  of  the  United  States,  and  I  do  hereby  declare 
my  intention  to  purchase,  under  the  provisions  aforesaid,  the quarter  of  sec- 
tion   ,  in  township ,  of  range ,  of  lands  subject  to  sale  at  the  district 

land  office  at ,  and  that  I  came  into  possession  of  said  tract  on  the day  of 

,  A.  D.  18 — ,  and  have  ever  since  remained  in  actual  possession  continuously: 

that  I  have  located  and  opened  a  valuable  mine  of  coal  thereon,  and  have  expended 
in  labor  and  improvements  on  said  mine  the  sum  of dollars,  the  labor  and  im- 
provements being  as  follows:  [here  describe  the  nature  and  character  of  the  improve- 
ments]; and  I  do  furthermore  solemnly  swear  that  I  am  well  acquainted  with  the 
character  of  said  described  land,  and  with  each  and  every  legal  subdivision  thereof, 
having  frequently  passed  over  the  same;  that  my  knowledge  of  said  land  is  such  as  to 
enable  me  to  testify  understandingly  with  regard  thereto;  that  there  is  not,  to  my 
knowledge,  within  the  limits  thereof  any  vein  or  lode  of  quartz  or  other  rock  in  place 
bearing  gold,  silver,  or  copper,  and  that  there  is  not  within  the  limits  of  said  land,  to 
my  knowledge,  any  valuable  deposit  of  gold,  silver,  or  copper.    So  help  me  God. 

29.  When  the  township  plat  is  not  on  file  at  date  of  claimant's  first  possession  the 
declaratory  statement  must  be  filed  within  sixty  days  from  the  filing  of  such  plat  in 
your  office. 

30.  One  year  from  and  after  the  expiration  of  the  period  allowed  for  filing  the  de- 
claratory statement  is  given  within  which  to  make  proof  and  payment;  but  you  will 
allow  no  party  to  make  final  proof  and  payment  except  on  notice  to  all  others  who  ap- 
pear on  your  records  as  claimants  to  the  same  tract. 

31.  A  party  who  otherwise  complies  with  the  law  may  enter  after  the  expiration  of 
said  year,  provided  no  valid  adverse  right  shall  have  intervened.  ITe  postpones  his 
entry  beyond  said  year  at  his  own  risk,  and  the  Government  can  not  thereafter  protect 
him  against  another  who  complies  with  the  law,  and  the  value  of  his  improvements 
can  have  no  weight  in  his  favor. 

32.  Each  claimant  at  the  time  of  actual  purchase  must  make  affidavit  as  follows: 
"I, ,  claiming  under  the  provisions  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 

United  States  relating  to  the  sale  of  coal-lands  of  the  United  States,  the  right  of  pur- 
chase to  the quarter  of  section ,  in  township of  range ,  sub- 
ject to  sale  at ,  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  have  never  had  the  right  of  purchase 

under  the  aforesaid  provisions  of  law  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a  member  of  an 
vociation,  and  that  I  have  never  held  any  other  lands  under  its  provisions;  I  further 

Digitized  by  UOOQ IC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEFT.  AND  BUKBATJ  OF  FOBESTBY.      808 

swear  that  I  have  expended  in  developing  coal  mines  on  said  tract,  in  labor  and  im- 
provements, the  sum  of dollars,  the  nature  of  such  improvements  being  as  fol- 
lows:   ;  that  I  am  now  in  the  actual  possession  of  eaid  mines,  and 

make  the  entry  for  my  own  use  and  benefit,  and  not  directly  or  indirectly  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  any  other  party;  and  I  do  furthermore  swear  that  I  am  well  acquainted 
with  the  character  of  said  described  land,  and  with  each  and  every  legal  subdivision 
thereof,  having  frequently  passed  over  the  same;  that  my  knowledge  of  said  land  is 
such  as  to  enable  me  to  testify  understanding^  with  regard  thereto;  that  the  same  is 
chiefly  valuable  for  coal;  that  there  is  not,  to  my  knowledge,  within  the  limits  thereof 
any  vein  or  lode  of  quartz  or  other  rock  in  place  bearing  gold,  silver,  or  copper,  and 
that  there  is  not  within  the  limits  of  said  land,  to  my  knowledge,  any  valuable  deposit 
of  gold,  silver,  or  copper.    So  help  me  God. 

33.  The  application,  declaratory  statement,  and  the  affidavit  required  at  the  time 
of  actual  purchase,  the  forms  of  which  are  given  above  under  paragraphs  23,  28,  and  32, 
may  be  sworn  to  before  any  officer  authorized  by  law  to  administer  oaths,  but  the 
authority  of  such  officer  must  be  properly  shown. 

34.  Any  party  duly  qualified  under  the  law,  after  swearing  to  his  application  or 
declaratory  statement,  may,  by  a  sufficient  power  of  attorney  duly  executed  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  or  Territory  in  which  such  party  may  then  be  residing,  empower  an 
agent  to  file  with  the  register  of  the  proper  land  office  the  application,  declaratory 
statement,  or  affidavit  required  at  the  time  of  actual  purchase,  and  also  authorize  him 
to  make  payment  for  and  entry  of  the  land  in  the  name  of  such  qualified  party;  and 
when  such  power  of  attorney  snail  have  been  filed  in  your  office  you  will  permit  such 
agent  to  act  thereunder  as  above  indicated. 

35.  Where  a  claimant  shows  by  affidavit  that  he  is  not  personally  acquainted  with 
the  character  of  the  land,  his  duly  authorized  agent  who  possesses  such  knowledge 
may  make  the  required  affidavit  as  to  its  character;  but  whether  this  affidavit  is  made 
by  principal  or  agent  it  must  be  corroborated  by  the  affidavits  of  two  disinterested 
and  credible  witnesses  having  knowledge  of  its  character. 

36.  Nothing  in  these  regulations  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  a  party  from 
proving  his  citizenship  or  age,  or  establishing  the  status  of  the  lands  sought  to  be 
entered,  in  accordance  with  ordinary  rules  of  evidence;  and  any  proof  regularly 
introduced  for  that  purpose  that  would  be  competent  in  a  court  or  before  a  commis- 
sioner charged  with  the  ascertainment  of  facts  may  be  considered. 

37.  Assignments  of  the  right  to  purchase  will  be  recognized  when  properly  exe- 
cuted. Proof  and  payment  must  be  made,  however,  within  the  prescribed  period, 
which  dates  from  the  first  day  of  the  possession  of  the  assignor  who  initiated  the  claim. 

38.  The  "Rules  of  Practice  in  cases  before  the  United  States  district  land  offices, 
the  General  Land  Office,  and  the  Department  of  the  Interior,"  approved  December 
20,  1880  [Revision  approved  January  27,  1899],  will,  as  far  as  applicable,  govern  all 
cases  and  proceedings  arising  under  the  sections  of  the  Revised  Statutes  above  quoted 
providing  for  the  sale  of  coal  lands  of  the  United  States. 

39.  You  will  report  at  the  close  of  each  month  as  "sales  of  coal  lands"  all  filings 
and  entries  in  separate  abstracts,  commencing  with  No.  1  and  thereafter  proceed- 
ing consecutively  in  the  order  of  their  reception.  Where  a  series  of  numbers  has 
already  been  commenced  by  sale  of  coal  lands  you  will  continue  the  same  without 
change. 

N.  C.  McFabland,  Commissioner. 
To  Registers  and  Receivers. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  July  31,  l88t. 
Approved. 

H.  M.  Teller,  Secretary. 


COAL  CLAIMANTS'  APPLICATIONS. 

[From  circular  instructions  issued  August  7,  1895,  relative  to  deposits  by  individuals  for  the  survey 
of  public  lands  under  section  2401,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  August  20, 1894.— 2* 
L.  D.,77.1 

In  addition  to  the  rights  of  settlers,  referred  to  in  the  foregoing  portions  of  this  cir- 
cular, sections  2401,  2402,  and  2403,  United  States  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  by 
the  act  of  August  20,  1894,  embrace  provisions  in  favor  of  "persons  and  associations 
lawfully  possessed  of  coal  lands  and  otherwise  qualified  to  make  entry  thereof." 

The  coal-land  lawB  contained  in  sections  2347  to  2352,  United  States  Revised  Stat- 
utes, provide  methods  by  which  persons  properly  qualified  may  become  lawfully 
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poflWMPod  of  coal  lands  even  before  the  survey  of  the  lands,  and  be  entitled  to  enter 
the  same  after  survey .  For  particular  information  in  regard  thereto,  reference  is  made 
to  departmental  circular  of  July  31, 1882,  entitled  " Goal-Land  Laws  and  Regulations 
Thereunder."  Such  parties,  in  cases  where  the  tracts  of  which  they  are  lawfully 
possessed  are  still  unsurveyed,  may,  under  said  sections  2401,  2402,  and  2408,  as 
amended  by  act  of  August  20,  1894.  apply  to  the  surveyor-general  for  the  surveying 
district  in  which  the  lands  are  included  for  a  survey  of  the  township  or  townships 
including  the  land  according  to  the  provisions  of  said  sections.  Such  an  application 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  affidavit  of  the  applicant  or  applicants  substantially  as 
prescribed  for  declaratory  statements  on  page  7  of  the  said  circular  of  July  31,  1882, 
corroborated  by  the  testimony  of  two  or  more  witnesses,  in  which  the  qualifications 
of  the  applicants,  the  character  and  location  of  the  land,  indicating  the  township  or 
townships  in  which  it  is  included  as  nearly  as  practicable,  and  other  essential  facts 
must  be  so  set  forth  as  to  satisfy  the  surveyor-general  that  the  case  comes  properly 
within  the  provisions  of  the  law  as  above  given.  He  will,  thereupon,  if  he  approves 
the  application,  transmit  the,  same  to  this  office,  with  the  required  proofs  and  his 
leport. 


CIRCULAR. 

Instructions  concerning  the  acquisition  of  title  to  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  under  the  act  of 
Congress  approved  June  6, 1900  (Public — No.  168),  entitled  "An  act  to  extend  the  coaU 
land  laws  to  the  district  of  Alaska.3 " 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  June  27, 1900. 
Registers  and  Receivers, 

District  of  Alaska. 
Gentlemen  :  Your  attention  is  directed  to  the  following  act  of  Congress  approved 
June  6,  1900,  extending  the  coal-land  laws  to  the  district  of  Alaska: 

•'AN  ACT  To  extend  the  coal-land  laws  to  the  district  of  Alaska. 

"Beit  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  That  so  much  of  the  public-land  laws  of  the  United  States  are 
hereby  extended  to  the  district  of  Alaska  as  relate  to  coal  lands,  namely,  sections 
twenty-three  hundred  and  forty-seven  to  twenty-three  hundred  and  fifty-two,  inclu- 
sive, of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

Under  the  coal-land  law,  sections  2347  to  2352,  inclusive,  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
and  the  regulations  thereunder  issued  July  31,  1882,  coal-land  filings  and  entries 
must  be  by  legal  subdivisions  as  made  by  the  regular  United  States  survey. 

8ection  2401  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  by  act  of  August  20,  18$4,  is  as 
follows: 

44 Sec.  2401  (as  amended  by  the  act  of  August  20,  1894).  When  the  settlers  in 
any  township  not  mineral  or  reserved  bv  the  Government,  or  persons  and  associa- 
tions lawfully  possessed  of  coal  lands  and  otherwise  qualified  to  make  entry  thereof, 
or  when  the  owners  or  grantees  of  public  lands  of  the  United  States,  under  any  law 
thereof, .  desire  a  survey  made  of  the  same  under  the  authority  of  the  surveyor- 
general  and  shall  file  an  application  therefor  in  writing  and  shall  deposit  in  a  proper 
United  States  depository  to  the  credit  of  the  United  States  a  sum  sufficient  to  pay  for 
such  survey,  together  with  all  expenditures  incident  thereto,  without  cost  or  claim 
for  indemnity  on  the  United  States,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  surveyor-general,  under 
such  instructions  as  may  be  given  him  by  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office,  and  in  accordance  with  law,  to  survey  such  township  or  such  public  lands 
owne/1  by  said  grantees  of  the  Government,  and  make  return  therefor  to  the  general 
and  proper  local  land  office:  Provided,  That  no  application  shall  be  granted  unless  the 
township  so  proposed  to  be  surveyed  is  within  the  range  of  the  regular  progress  of 
the  public  surveys  embraced  by  existing  standard  lines  or  bases  for  township  and 
subdivisional  surveys." 

Under  said  section  2401  as  amended  persons  and  associations  lawfully  possessed  of 
coal  claims  upon  unsurveyed  lands  may  have  such  claims  surveyed  /provided  the 
township  so  proposed  to  be  surveyed  is  within  the  range  of  the  regular  progress  of 
the  public  surveys  embraced  by  existing  standard  lines  or  bases  for  township  and 
subai visional  surveys. 
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Although  the  system  of  public-land  surveys  was  extended  to  the  district  of  Alaska 
by  a  provision  contained  m  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1899  f30  Stat.. 
1098),  no  township  or  subdivisional  surveys  have  been  made,  nor  have  any  standard 
lines  or  bases  for  township  and  subdivisional  surveys  been  established  within  the 
district;  therefore  until  the  filing  in  your  office  of  the  official  plat  of  survey  of  the 
township,  no  coal  filing  nor  entry  can  be  made. 

Bingkr  Hermann,  Commissioner. 

Department  of  the  Interior,  June  27,  7900. 

Approved. 

E.  A.  Hitchcock,  Secretary. 


Department  op  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  5, 1904* 
Registers  and  Receivers, 

United  States  Land  Offices. 
Sirs:  Paragraphs  30  and  31  of  the  Coal-Land  Regulations  (circular  of  July  31,  1882) 
were,  on  December  31,  1903,  amended  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  read  as 
follows: 

"30.  One  year  from  and  after  the  expiration  of  the  period  allowed  for  filing  a  coal 
declaratory  statement  is  given  within  which  to  make  proof  and  payment;  but  you 
will  allow  no  party  to  make  final  proof  and  payment  except  on  notice  to  all  others 
who  appear  on  your  records  as  claimants  to  the  same  tract.  No  notice  will  here- 
after be  given  to  parties  whose  coal  filings  have  expired  by  limitation  under  the  law. 
"31.  A  declarant  who  otheiwise  complies  with  tne  law  may  enter  after  the  expira- 
tion of  said  year,  provided  no  valid  adverse  right  shall  have  intervened,  but  postpones 
his  entry  beyond  said  year  at  his  own  risk.  Thereafter  the  land  is  subject  to  entry 
by  any  duly  qualified  applicant,  without  notice  to  the  claimant  under  the  expired 
declaratory  statement;  and  the  Government  can  not  thereafter  protect  the  latter 
against  another  who  complies  with  the  law  or  give  the  value  of  his  improvements 
any  weight  in  his  favor." 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  A.  Richards,  Commissioner. 


B. 

Regulations  Concerning  the  Location  and  Patenting  of  Coal  Lands  in  the 

District  of  Alaska. 

Department  op  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  June  17, 1904. 

The  following  instructions,  issued  under  the  act  of  Congress  approved  April  28,  1904 
(33  Stats.,  525),  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  extend  the  coal- 
land  laws  to  the  district  of  Alaska/  approved  June  6, 1900  "  (31  Stats.,  330),  are  for  the 
guidance  of  the  local  officers  in  their  administration  of  the  law  and  for  the  information 
of  those  concerned  in  its  provisions. 

Section  1  of  said  act  provides,  among  other  things — 

"That  any  person  or  association  of  persons  qualified  to  make  entry  under  the  coal- 
land  laws  of  tne  United  States,  who  shall  have  opened  or  improved  a  coal  mine  or 
coal  mines  on  any  of  the  unsurveyed  public  lands  of  the  United  States  in  the  district 
of  Alaska,  may  locate  the  lands  upon  which  such  mine  or  mines  are  situated,  in  rec- 
tangular tracts  containing  forty,  eighty,  or  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres,  with  north 
and  south  boundary  lines  run  .according  to  the  true  meridian,  by  marking  the  four 
corners  thereof  with  permanent  monuments,  so  that  the  boundaries  thereof  may  be 
readily  and  easily  traced/' 

Persons  or  associations  of  persons  locating  coal  lands  in  the  district  of  Alaska  under 
this  provision  of  the  act  are  required  to  possess  the  qualifications  of  persons  or  associa- 
tions making  entry  under  the  general  coal-land  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
requirements  in  this  particular  are  to  be  found  in  the  coal-land  circular  approved 
July  31,  1882. 

'Die  requirement  of  the  Btatute  with  respect  to  the  form  of  the  tract  sought  to  be 
entered  is  construed  to  mean  that  the  boundary  lines  of  each  entry  must  be  run  in 
cardinal  directions — i .  e.,  due  north  and  south  and  east  and  west  lines,  by  reference  to 
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a  true  meridian  (not  magnetic)  with  the  exception  of  meander  lines  on  meanderable 
streams  and  navigable  watere  forming  a  part  of  the  boundary  lines  of  a  location.  Those 
meander  lines  which  form  part  of  the  boundary  of  a  claim  will  be  run  according  to  the 
directions  in  the  Manual  of  Surveying  Instructions,  but  other  boundary  lines  will  be 
run  in  true  east  and  west  and  north  and  south  directions,  thus  forming  rectangles, 
except  at  intersections  with  meandered  lines. 

The  permanent  monuments  to  be  placed  at  each  of  the  four  corners  of  the  tract 
located  may  consist  of — 

First.  A  stone  at  least  24  inches  long,  set  12  inches  in  the  ground,  with  a  conical 
mound  of  stone  1$  feet  high,  2  feet  base,  alongside. 

Second.  A  post  at  least  3  feet  long  by  4  inches  square,  set  18  inches  in  the  ground 
and  surrounded  by  a  substantial  mound  of  stone  or  earth. 

Third.  A  rock  in  place;  and,  whenever  possible,  the  identity  of  all  corners  should  be 
perpetuated  by  taking  courses  and  distance  to  bearing  trees,  rocks  ro  other  objects, 
permanent  objects  being  selected  for  bearings  whenever  possible. 

It  is  further  provided  by  the  first  section  of  the  act  that  within  one  year  from  the 
date  of  the  passage  of  the  act,  or  within  one  year  from  making  the  location,  the  locators 
shall  file  for  record  in  the  recording  district  and  with  the  register  and  receiver  of  the 
land  district  in  which  the  land  is  located  or  situated,  a  notice  containing  the  name  or 
names  of  the  locator  or  locators,  the  date  of  the  location,  the  description  of  the  lands 
located,  and  a  reference  to  such  natural  objects  or  permanent  monuments  as  will 
readily  identify  the  same.  In  other  words,  the  notice  should  contain  a  complete 
description  in  every  particular  of  the  claim  as  it  is  marked  and  monumented  upon  the 
ground. 

By  the  second  section  of  the  act  the  locator  or  his  assigns  is  allowed  three  years  from 
the  date  of  filing  the  notice  prescribed  in  the  first  section  of  the  act  within  which  to 
file  an  application  with  the  local  land  officers  for  a  patent  for  the  land  claimed.  It 
will  thus  oe  seen  that  persons  or  associations  of  persons  claiming  coal  lands  in  that 
district  at  the  date  of  the  passage  of  the  act  have  four  years  from  location  within  which 
to  present  their  applications  to  purchase  the  same,  and  persons  or  associations  of 
persons  locating  thereafter  have  the  same  period  of  time  within  which  they  may  apply 
lor  patent;  and  patents  may  be  issued  to  the  locators  or  their  assigns  who  are  citizens 
of  tne  United  States. 

Persons  or  associations  of  persons  who  fail  to  record  their  notices  within  the  time 
prescribed  by  the  first  section  of  the  act,  or  fail  to  file  application  for  patent  in  the 
time  prescribed  by  the  second  section,  will  be  considered  as  having  forfeited  their 
rights,  providing  a  valid  adverse  right  has  intervened,  and  parties  who  file  after  the 
time  prescribed  do  so  at  their  own  risk. 

With  the  application  for  patent  the  claimant  must  file  a  certified  copy  of  the  plat  of 
survey  and  field  notes  thereof  made  by  a  United  States  deputy  surveyor  or  a  United 
States  mineral  surveyor,  duly  approved  by  the  surveyor-general  for  the  district  of 
Alaska.  Under  this  clause  of  the  act  it  will  be  allowable  for  the  claimant,  at  his  own 
expense,  to  procure  the  making  of  a  survey  by  one  of  the  officials  mentioned  without 
first  making  application  to  the  surveyor-general,  but  the  survey  when  made  is  to  be 
submitted  to  and  approved  by  the  surveyor-general,  and  by  him  numbered  serially. 

The  survey  must  be  made  in  strict  conformity  with  or  be  embraced  within  the  lines 
of  the  location  as  appears  from  the  record  thereof  in  the  recording  district,  and  must  be 
made  in  accordance  with  the  rules  laid  down  in  the  circular  relative  to  mining  claims, 
approved  December  18,  1903,  and  covered  by  paragraphs  115  to  169  thereof,  so  far  as 
the  same  may  be  applicable. 

Upon  the  presentation  of  an  application  for  patent,  as  provided  by  section  2,  if  no 
reason  appears  for  rejecting  the  application,  the  same  will  be  received  by  the  register 
and  receiver  and  the  claimant  required  to  publish  a  notice  of  such  application  for  the 
period  of  sixty  days  in  a  newspaper  in  the  district  of  Alaska  published  nearest  the 
location  of  the  particular  lands,  and  the  register  will  post  a  copy  of  such  notice  in  his 
office  for  the  same  period.  When  the  notice  is  published  in  a  weekly  newspaper,  9 
consecutive  insertions  are  necessary.  When  in  a  daily  newspaper,  the  notice  must 
appear  in  each  issue  for  61  consecutive  issues.  In  both  cases  the  first  day  of  issue  must 
be  excluded  in  estimating  the  period  of  sixty  days. 

The  notice  so  published  and  posted  must  embrace  all  the  data  given  in  the  notice 
posted  upon  the  claim.  In  addition  to  such  data,  the  published  notices  must  further 
indicate  the  locus  of  the  claim  by  giving  the  connecting  line  as  shown  by  the  field 
notes  and  plat  between  a  corner  of  the  claim  and  a  United  States  mineral  monument 
or  a  corner  of  the  public  survey,  if  there  is  one,  and  fix  the  boundaries  of  the  claim  by 
courses  and  distances. 

At  the  same  time  the  claimant  will  be  required  to  cause  a  copy  of  such  notice, 
together  with  the  certified  copy  of  the  official  plat  of  survey,  to  be  posted  upon  the 
land  applied  for  in  a  conspicuous  place. 
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The  publication  in  the  newspaper  and  the  posting  upon  the  land  and  in  the  local 
land  office  must  cover  the  same  period  of  time. 

Upon  the  expiration  of  the  sixty  days*  period  prescribed  the  claimant  may  file  in 
the  focal  land  office  a  sworn  statement  from  the  office  of  publication,  to  which  shall  be 
attached  a  copy  of  the  notice  published,  to  the  effect  that  the  notice  was  published 
for  the  statutory  period,  giving  the  first  and  last  day  of  such  publication,  and  his  own 
affidavit  showing  that  the  plat  and  notice  aforesaid  remained  conspicuously  posted 
upon  the  claim  sought  to  be  patented  during  said  sixty  days'  period  of  publication, 
giving  the  dates.  The  register  will  also  file  with  the  record  a  certificate  snowing  that 
the  notice  was  posted  in  his  office  for  the  full  period  of  sixty  days,  such  certificate  to 
state  distinctly  when  such  posting  was  done  and  how  long  continued. 

Thereupon,  not  earlier  than  six  months  after  the  expiration  of  the  period  of  publi- 
cation, if  no  objections  are  interposed  or  adverse  claim  filed,  entry  may  be  allowed 
upon  payment  of  the  price  per  acre  specified  by  the  act. 

The  proviso  to  the  second  section  of  the  act  is  as  follows: 

"That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  authorize  entries  to  be 
made  or  title  to  be  acquired  to  the  shore  of  any  navigable  waters  within  said  district." 

The  term  " shore"  is  defined  to  mean  the  land  lying  between  high  and  low  water 
marks  of  any  navigable  waters  within  said  district. 

Section  3  provides  for  the  assertion,  by  any  person  or  association  of  persons,  of  an 
adverse  claim,  and  requires  that  such  adverse  claim  shall  be  filed  during  the  period 
of  posting  and  publication,  or  within  six  months  thereafter;  that  it  shall  be  under 
oath  and  set  forth  the  nature  and  extent  thereof. 

An  adverse  claim  may  be  verified  by  the  oath  of  the  adverse  claimant  or  by  the  oath 
of  any  duly  authorized  agent  or  attorney  in  fact  of  the  adverse  claimant  cognizant  of 
the  facts  stated,  and,  when  verified  by  such  agent  or  attorney  in  fact,  he  must  dis- 
tinctly swear  that  he  is  such  agent  or  attorney  in  fact  and  accompany  his  affidavit  by 
8 roof  thereof.  The  adverse  claimant  should  set  forth  fully  the  nature  and  extent  of 
10  interference  or  conflict  by  filing  with  his  adverse  claim  a  plat  showing  his  entire 
claim,  its  relative  situation  or  position  with  the  one  against  which  he  claims,  and  the 
extent  of  the  conflict;  whether  the  adverse  party  claims  as  a  purchaser  for  valuable 
consideration  or  as  a  locator;  if  the  former,  a  certified  copy  of  the  original  location,  the 
original  conveyance  or  duly  certified  copy  thereof  or  an  abstract  of  title  from  the  office 
of  the  proper  recorder  should  be  furnished,  or,  if  the  transaction  was  a  merely  verbal 
one,  he  will  narrate  the  circumstances  attending  the  purchase,  the  date  thereof  and 
amount  paid,  which  facts  will  be  supported  by  the  affidavits  of  one  or  more  witnesses, 
if  any  were  present  at  the  time;  and  if  he  claim?  as  a  locator  he  must  file  a  duly  certified 
copy  of  the  location  notice  from  the  office  of  the  proper  recorder  and  his  affidavit  of 
continued  ownership. 

Upon  the  filing  of  such  adverse  claim  within  the  sixty  days'  period  of  posting  and 
publication,  or  within  six  months  thereafter,  the  party  who  files  the  adverse  claim 
will  be  required,  under  the  act,  within  sixty  days  after  the  filing  of  such  adverse 
claim,  to  begin  an  action  to  quiet  title  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  within  the 
district  of  Alaska. 

All  papers  filed  should  have  indorsed  upon  them  the  precise  date  of  filing,  and  upon 
the  filing  of  an  adverse  claim  within  the  time  prescribed  by  the  statute  all  proceedings 
on  the  application  for  patent  will  be  suspended  with  the  exception  of  the  completion 
of  the  publication  and  posting  of  notice  and  plat  and  filing  the  necessary  proof  thereof, 
until  final  adjudication  of  the  rights  of  the  parties.  In  case  of  final  judgment  rendered 
on  an  adverse  suit  to  determine  the  right  of  possession,  the  party  entitled  under  the 
decree  must,  before  he  is  allowed  to  make  entry,  file  a  certified  copy  of  the  judgment. 

Where  such  suit  has  been  dismissed  a  certificate  of  the  clerk  of  the  court  to  that 
effect,  or  a  certified  copy  of  the  order  of  dismissal,  will  be  sufficient.  Where  no  suit 
has  been  commenced  against  the  application  for  patent  within  the  statutory  period,  a 
certificate  to  that  effect  by  the  clerk  of  the  territorial  court  having  jurisdiction  will 
be  required. 

The  notice  of  location  and  the  application  for  patent  should  respectively,  so  far  as 
practicable,  in  substance  follow  the  forms  prescribed  in  the  coal-land  circular  of  July 
31,  1882,  for  declaratory  statement  and  affidavit  at  time  of  purchase. 

Section  4  provide* — 

"That  all  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land  lawB  of  the  United  States  not  in  conflict 
with  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  continue  and  be  in  full  force  in  the  district  of 
Alaska." 

A  copy  of  the  act  is  attached. 
Very  respectfully, 

J.  H.  Fimplb,  Acting  Commissioner. 

Approved  July  18, 1904. 

Thos.  Ryan,  Acting  Secretary. 
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[Public— No.  204.] 

AN  ACT  To  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  extend  the  ooal-land  laws  to  the  district  of  Alaska,"  approved 

June  sixth,  nineteen  hundred. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  That  any  person  or  association  of  persons  qualified  to  make 
entry  under  the  coal-land  laws  of  the  United  States,  who  shall  have  opened  or  im- 

g roved  a  coal  mine  or  coal  mines  on  any  of  the  unsurveyed  public  lands  of  the  United 
tates  in  the  district  of  Alaska,  may  locate  the  lands  upon  which  such  mine  or  mines 
are  situated,  in  rectangular  tracts  containing  forty,  eighty,  or  one  hundred  and  sixty 
acres,  with  north  and  south  boundary  lines  run  according  to  the  true  meridian,  by 
marking  the  four  corners  thereof  with  permanent  monuments,  so  that  the  boundaries 
thereof  may  be  readily  and  easily  traced.  And  all  such  locators  shall,  within  one 
year  from  the  passage  of  this  act,  or  within  one  year  from  making  such  location,  file 
lor  record  in  the  recording  district,  and  with  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  land 
district  in  which  the  lands  are  located  or  situated,  a  notice  containing  the  name  or 
names  of  the  locator  or  locators,  the  date  of  the  location,  the  description  of  the  lands 
located,  and  a  reference  to  such  natural  objects  or  permanent  monuments  as  will 
readily  identify  the  same. 

Sec.  2.  That  such  locator  or  locators,  or  their  assigns,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  shall  receive  a  patent  to  the  landB  located  by  presenting,  at  any  time  within 
three  years  from  the  date  of  such  notice,  to  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  land  dis- 
trict in  which  the  lands  so  located  are  situated  an  application  therefor,  accompanied 
by  a  certified  copy  of  a  plat  of  survey  and  field  notes  tnereof ,  made  by  a  United  States 
deputy  surveyor  or  a  United  States  mineral  surveyor,  duly  approved  by  the  surveyor- 
general  for  the  district  of  Alaska,  and  a  payment  of  the  sum  of  ten  dollars  per  acre 
for  the  lands  applied  for;  but  no  such  application  shall  be  allowed  until  after  the 
applicant  has  caused  a  notice  of  the  presentation  thereof,  embracing  a  description  of 
the  lands,  to  have  been  published  in  a  newspaper  in  the  district  of  Alaska  published 
nearest  the  location  of  the  premises  for  a  period  of  sixty  days,  and  shall  have  caused 
copies  of  such  notice,  together  with  a  certified  copy  of  the  official  plat  of  survey,  to 
have  been  kept  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  upon  the  land  applied  for  and  in  the 
land  office  for  the  district  in  which  the  lands  are  located  for  a  like  period,  and  until 
after  he  shall  have  furnished  proof  of  such  publication  and  posting,  and  such  other 
proof  as  is  required  by  the  coal-land  lawB:  Provided,  That  nothing  herein  contained 
shall  be  so  construed  as  to  authorize  entries  to  be  made  or  title  to  be  acquired  to  the 
shore  of  any  navigable  waters  within  said  district. 

Sec.  3.  That  during  such  period  of  posting  and  publication,  or  within  six  months 
thereafter,  any  person  or  association  of  persons  havmg  or  asserting  any  adverse  inter- 
est or  claim  to  the  tract  of  land  or  any  part  thereof  sought  to  be  purchased  shall  file 
in  the  land  office  where  such  application  is  pending,  under  oath,  an  adverse  claim, 
setting  forth  the  nature  and  extent  thereof,  and  such  adverse  claimant  shall,  within 
sixty  days  after  the  filing  of  such  adverse  claim,  begin  an  action  to  quiet  title  in  a 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction  within  the  district  of  Alaska,  and  thereafter  no  patent 
shall  issue  for  such  claim  until  the  final  adjudication  of  the  rights  of  the  parties,  and 
such  patent  shall  then  be  issued  in  conformity  with  the  final  decree  of  such  court 
therein. 

Sec  4.  That  all  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land  laws  of  the  United  States  not  in 
conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  continue  and  be  in  full  force  in  the  district 
si  Alaska. 

Approved,  April  28,  1904. 


Qc>al-land  laws  and  regulations  thereunder  (General  Land  Office,  April 
lz^£907),  with  amendments  and  supplemental  circulars — Reprint 
JulyhyMOS. 

Ooal-Land  Laws  and  Regulations  Thereunder. 

Department  op  the  Interior, 
!  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  12,  1907.- 
The  following  coal-land  laws  relating  to  the  public  land  States  and  Territories  and 
to  the  district  of  Alaska,  together  with  the  rules  and  regulations  as  now  applicable, 
are  herewith  published  for  the  instruction  of  the  local  land  officers  and  the  informa- 
tion of  intending  applicants.  All  rules  and  regulations  heretofore  issued  under  said 
laws  are  hereby  abrogated. 
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Part  I.— Title  XXXII,  Chapter  6\ 

MINERAL  LANDS  AND  MININO   RESOURCES. 
ENTRY  Or  COAL  LAMM.     (3  MAR.,  1873,  C.  279,  8.  1,  V.  17,  P.  607.) 

Sec.  2347.  Every  person  above  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  who  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  or  who  has  declared  his  intention  to  become  such,  or  any  association  of 
persons  severally  qualified  as  above,  shall,  upon  application  to  the  register  of  the 
proper  land  office,  have  the  right  to  enter,  by  legal  subdivisions,  any  quantity  of 
vacant  coal  lands  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated  or  reserved  by 
competent  authority  not  exceeding  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  to  such  individual 
person,  or  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres  to  such  association,  upon  payment  to  the 
receiver  of  not  less  than  ten  dollars  per  acre  for  such  lands  where  the  same  shall  be 
situated  more  than  fifteen  miles  from  any  completed  railroad,  and  not  less  than 
twenty  dollars  per  acre  for  such  lands  as  shall  be  within  fifteen  miles. of  such  road. 

PREEMPTION  Or  COAL  LANDS.     (IBID.,  8.  2.) 

Sec.  2348.  Any  person  or  association  of  persons  severally  qualified,  as  above  pro- 
vided, who  have  opened  and  improved,  or  shall  hereafter  open  and  improve,  any 
coal  mine  or  mines  upon  the  public  lands,  and  shall  be  in  actual  possession  of  the 
same,  shall  be  entitled  to  a  preference  right  of  entry,  under  the  preceding  section,  of 
the  mines  so  opened  and  improved :  Provided,  That  when  any  association  of  not  less 
than  four  persons,  severally  qualified  as  above  provided,  shall  have  expended  not  less 
than  five  thousand  dollars  in  working  and  improving  any  such  mine  or  mines,  such 
association  may  enter  not  exceeding  six  hundred  and  forty  acres,  including  such 
mining  improvements. 

PREEMPTION  CLAIMS  OP  COAL  LAND  TO  BE  PRESENTED  WITHIN  SIXTY  DAY8,  AC.     (IBID.,  8.  8.) 

Sec.  2349.  All  claims  under  the  preceding  section  must  be  presented  to  the  register 
of  the  proper  land  district  within  sixty  days  after  the  date  of  actual  possession  and  the 
commencement  of  improvements  on  the  land  by  the  filing  of  a  declaratory  statement 
therefor;  but  when  the  township  plat  is  not  on  file  at  the  date  of  such  improvement, 
filing  must  be  made  within  sixty  days  from  the  receipt  of  such  plat  at  the  district  office; 
and  where  the  improvements  shall  have  been  made  prior  to  the  expiration  of  three 
months  from  the  third  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three,  sixty  days 
from  the  expiration  of  such  three  months  shall  be  allowed  for  the  films  of  a  declaratory 
statement, and  no  sale  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  allowed  until  the 
expiration  of  six  months  from  the  third  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy- 
three. 

ONLY  ONE  ENTRY  ALLOWED.     (WID.,  8.  4.) 

Sec  2350.  The  three  preceding  sections  shall  be  held  to  authorize  only  one  entry 
by  the  same  persou  or  association  of  persons;  and  no  association  of  persons  any  member 
of  which  shall  have  taken  the  benefit  of  such  sections,  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a' 
member  of  any  other  association,  Bhall  enter  or  hold  any  other  lands  under  the  provi- 
sions thereof;  and  no  member  of  any  association  which  shall  have  taken  the  benefit 
of  such  sections  shall  enter  or  holu  any  other  lands  under  their  provisions;  and  all 
persons  claiming  under  section  twenty-three  hundred  and  forty-eight  Bhall  be  required 
to  prove  their  respective  rights  and  pay  for  the  lands  filed  upon  within  one  year  from 
the  time  prescribed  for  filing  their  respective  claims;  and  upon  failure  to  file  the  proper 
notice,  or  to  pay  for  the  land  within  the  required  period,  the  same  shall  be  subject  to 
entry  by  any  other  qualified  applicant. 

CONPUCTINO  CLAIM.     (IBID.,  S.  5.) 

Sec.  2351.  In  case  of  conflicting  claims  upon  coal  lands  where  the  improvements  shall 
be  commenced  after  the  third  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy-three, 
priority  of  possession  and  improvement,  followed  by  proper  filing  and  continued: 
good  faith,  shall  determine  the  preference  right  to  purchase.  And  also  where  im- 
provements have  already  been  made  prior  to  the  third  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred 
and  seventy-three,  division  of  the  land  claimed  may  be  made  by  legal  subdivisions, 
to  include,  as  near  as  may  be,  the  valuable  improvements  of  the  respective  parties. 
The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  is  authorized  to  issue  all  needful  rules 
and  regulations  for  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  this  and  the  four  preceding 
sections. 
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BIGHTS  BISKBYBD.     (IBID.,  8.  6.) 

Sec.  2352.  Nothing  in  the  five  preceding  sections  shall  be  construed  to  destroy 
or  impair  any  rights  which  may  have  attached  prior  to  the  third  day  of  March,  eighteen 
hundred  and  seventy-three,  or  to  authorize  the  sale  of  lands  valuable  for  mines  of  gold, 
silver,  or  copper. 

RULES  AND  REGULATIONS. 

1.    The  sale  of  coal  lands  is  provided  for — 
By  ordinary  cash  entry  under  section  2347; 


$ 


By  cash  entry  under  a  preference  right  to  purchase  acquired  by  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  2348. 

2.  Coal  lands  may  be  entered  only  after  survey  and  by  legal  subdivisions.  The 
lands  must  be  vacant  and  unappropriated  and  must  contain  workable  deposits  of 
coal  and  must  not  be  valuable  for  mines  of  gold,  silver,  or  copper.  Lands  containing 
lignites  are  included  under  the  term  "coal  lands.'1 

3.  Entry  by  an  individual  may  be  made  only  by  a  person  above  the  age  of  21  years 
who  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  has  declared  his  intention  to  become  such, 
and  shall  not  embrace  more  than  160  acres.  Entry  by  an  association  of  persons  may 
embrace  320  acres,  but  each  person  composing  the  association  must  be  qualified  as 
in  the  case  of  an  individual  en  try  man.  A  corporation  is  held  to  be  an  association 
under  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land  law. 

4.  When  an  association  of  not  less  than  four  persons,  severally  qualified  as  required 
in  the  case  of  an  individual  entryman,  shall  nave  expended  not  less  than  $5,000  in 
working  and  improving  a  mine  or  mines  of  coal  upon  the  public  lands,  Buch  associa- 
tion may  enter  not  exceeding  G40  acres,  including  such  mining  improvements. 

5.  But  one  entry  of  coal  lands  by  any  person  or  association  of  persons  is  allowed  by 
the  law.  No  person  who,  and  no  association  any  member  of  which,  either  as  an  indi- 
vidual or  as  a  member  of  an  association,  shall  have  had  the  benefits  of  the  law  may 
enter  or  hold  any  other  coal  lands  thereunder.  The  right  so  to  enter  or  hold  is 
exhausted  whether  an  entry  embraces  in  any  instance  the  maximum  area  allowed  by 
the  law  or  less;  also  by  the  acquisition  of  a  preference  right  of  entry  unless  sufficient 
cause  for  the  abandonment  thereof  is  shown.  Assignment  of  a  preference  right  of 
entry  under  section  2348,  Revised  Statutes,  will  not  hereafter  be  recognized. 

6.  Information  will  be  furnished  registers  and  receivers  by  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office  of  the  price  at  which  all  coal  lands  in  their  respective  districts 
will  be  offered.  The  local  land  officers  will,  from  time  to  time,  be  furnished  with 
schedules  and  maps  (1)  showing  lands  known  to  lie  without  ascertained  coal  areas 
and  open  to  entry  under  the  general  land  laws,  according  to  the  character  of  each 
particular  tract;  (2)  showing  lands  known  to  contain  workable  deposits  of  coal,  whereon 
prices  will  be  fixed  upon  information  derived  from  field  examination;  and  (3)  showing 
lands  containing  coal  of  such  character  as  may,  from  their  location  at  a  distance  from 
transportation  lines,  be  sold  at  the  minimum  price  fixed  by  the  statute  as  hereinafter 
stated. 

Local  land  officers  will  allow  coal  entries  for  lands  in  the  first  and  third  classes  at 
•  the  minimum  price  fixed  by  the  statute,  and  for  those  in  the  second  class  at  the  prices 
stated  in  the  schedules  and  maps  furnished  them.  Lands  listed  in  classes  2  and  3 
are  subject  to  entry  under  the  coal-land  laws  only,  unless  shown  by  the  applicant  to 
be  of  such  character  as  to  be  subject  to  entry  under  some  other  law.  For  those  lands 
listed  as  of  the  first  and  third  classes  (when  entered  under  the  coal-land  lawB}  the 
price  is  not  less  than  $10  per  acre  when  situated  more  than  15  miles  from  a  completed 
railroad  and  $20  when  situated  within  15  miles  of  a  completed  railroad;  and  where 
the  lands  lie  partly  without  such  limit,  the  higher  price  must  be  paid  for  each  smallest 
legal  subdivision  the  greater  part  of  which  lies  witnin  15  miles  of  such  railroad.  The 
term  "completed  railroad  "  is  construed  to  mean  a  railroad  actually  constructed,  equipped, 
and  operating  at  the  date  of  entry.  The  distance  is  to  be  calculated  from  the  point 
on  such  railroad  nearest  the  lands  applied  for,  and  the  facts  in  each  case  must  be  shown 
by  the  affidavit  of  the  applicant,  corroborated  by  the  affidavit  of  some  disinterested 
credible  person  having  actual  knowledge  thereof. 

7.  A  preference  right  of  entry  accrues  only  where  a  person  or  association  of  persona, 
severally  qualified,  have  opened  and  improved  a  coal  mine  or  mines  upon  the  public 
lands  and  shall  be  in  actual  possession  thereof,  and  not  by  the  filing  of  a  declaratory 
statement.  "A  perfunctory  compliance  with  tne  law  in  this  respect  will  not  suffice, 
but  a  mine  or  mines  of  coal  must  be  in  fact  opened  and  improved  on  the  land  claimed. 

There  is  no  authority  under  which  a  coal  mine  upon  public  lands,  entry  not  having 
been  made,  may  be  worked  and  operated  for  profit  and  sale  of  the  coal,  or  beyond  the 
opening  and  improving  of  the  mine  as  a  condition  precedent  to  a  preference  right 
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nder  section  2348  of  the  Revised  Statutes.  To  preserve  a  preference  right  of  entry 
necified  in  the  statute  the  perron  or  association  of  persons  having  acquired  the  same 
nust  present  to  the  register  of  the  proper  land  district,  within  sixty  days  from  the  date 
of  actual  possession  and  commencement  of  improvements  upon  the  land,  a  declara- 
tory statement  therefor  in  all  cases  where  the  township  plat  has  been  filed.  When 
the  township  plat  is  not  on  file  at  the  date  of  such  improvement  such  declaratory 
statement  must  be  presented  within  sixty  days  from  the  receipt  of  such  plat  at  the 
district  land  office. 

8.  After  entry  has  been  allowed  the  local  officers  have  no  authority  to  order  a  hearing 
or  make  further  determination  with  respect  to  it,  except  upon  instructions  from  the 
General  Land  Office.  They  will,  however,  receive  all  protests  against  it  and  promptly 
forward  them,  together  with  a  statement  of  the  facts  shown  by  their  records,  for  con- 
sideration and  action. 

9.  Prior  to  entry  it  is  competent  for  the  local  officers  to  order  a  hearing  on  sufficient 
grounds  set  forth  under  oath  by  any  protestant. 

10.  When  it  is  sought  to  purchase  otherwise  than  in  the  exercise  of  a  preference  right 
the  party  will  himself  make  oath  to  the  following  application,  whicn  must  be  pre- 
sented to  the  register: 

"I, ,  hereby  apply,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 

United  States  relating  to  the  sale  of  coal  lands  of  the  United  States,  to  purchase  the 

quarter  of  section ,  in  township of  range ,  in  the  district  of  lands 

subject  to  sale  at  the  land  office  at ,  and  containing acres;  and  I  solemnly 

swear  that  no  portion  of  said  tract  is  in  the  possession  of  any  other  party  or  parties 
who  has  or  have  commenced  improvements  thereon  for  the  development  of  coal: 
that  I  am  twenty-one  years  of  age;  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  (or  have  declared 
my  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States),  and  have  never  held,  except 

or  purchased  any  lands  under  said  act,  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a  member 

of  an  association;  that  I  make  this  application  in  good  faith  for  my  own  benefit,  and 
not,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  whole  or  in  part,  in  Dehalf  of  any  other  person  or  per- 
sons whomsoever;  and  I  do  further  swear  that  I  am  well  acquainted  with  the  char- 
acter of  said  described  land,  and  with  each  and  every  legal  subdivision  thereof;  that 
my  knowledge  of  said  land  is  such  as  to  enable  me  to  testify  understanding^  with 
regard  thereto;  that  said  land  contains  workable  deposits  of  coal;  that  there  is  not  to 
my  knowledge  within  the  limits  thereof  any  valuable  vein  or  lode  of  quartz  or  other 
rock  in  place  bearing  gold,  silver,  or  copper,  and  that  there  is  not  within  the  limits 
of  said  land,  to  mv  knowledge,  anv  valuable  deposit  of  gold,  silver,  or  copper.  So 
help  me  God." 

11.  Where  a  preference  right  of  entry  is  sought  to  be  preserved  the  required  declara- 
tory statement  must  be  substantially  as  follows: 

"  I, ,  do  hereby  declare  my  intention  to  purchase,  in  the  exercise  of  a 

preference  right,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States 

relating  to  the  sale  of  the  coal  lands  of  the  United  States,  the quarter  of  section 

— —  of  township of  range ,  in  the  district  of  the  lands  subject  to  sale  at  the 

district  land  office  at ;  and  I  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  am years  of  age  and 

a  citizen  of  the  United  States  (or  have  declared  my  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States);  that  I  have  never,  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a  member  of  an 

association,  held,  except or  purchased  any  coal  lands  under  the  aforesaid  pro* 

visions  of  the  Revised  Statutes;  that  I  was  in  possession  of,  and  commenced  improve- 
ments on,  said  tract  on  the day  of ,  A.  D.  19 — ,  and  have  ever  since  re- 
mained in  actual  possession  continuously;  that  I  have  opened  and  improved  a  valu- 
able mine  of  coal  thereon,  and  have  expended  in  labor  and  improvements  on  said 

mine  the  sum  of dollars,  the  labor  and  improvements  being  as  follows:    (Here 

describe  the  nature  and  character  of  the  improvements);  and  I  do  furthermore 
solemnly  swear  that  1  am  well  acquainted  with  the  character  of  said  described  land 
and  with  each  and  every  legal  subdivision  thereof;  that  my  knowledge  of  said  land 
is  such  as  to  enable  me  to  testify  understanding^  with  regard  thereto;  that  there  is 
not,  to  my  knowledge,  within  the  limits  thereof  any  valuable  vein  or  lode  of  quartz 
or  other  rock  in  place  bearing  gold,  silver,  or  copper,  and  that  there  is  not  within 
the  limits  of  said  land,  to  my  knowledge,  any  valuable  deposit  of  gold,  silver,  or 
copper.    So  help  me  God." 

12.  One  year  from  and  after  the  expiration  of  the  period  allowed  for  filing  the  declara- 
tory statement  is  given  within  which  to  make  proof  and  payment;  but  the  local  officers 
will  allow  no  party  to  make  final  proof  and  payment  except  on  special  written  notice 
to  all  others  who  appear  on  their  records  as  claimants  to  the  same  tract.  No  notice 
will  be  given  to  parties  whose  declaratory  statements  have  expired  by  limitation  under 
the  law* 
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13.  A  declarant  will  not  be  permitted  to  file  after  the  expiration  of  the  sixty  days 
allowed  nor  to  exercise  a  preference  right  of  purchase  after  the  expiration  of  the  year. 

14.  When  it  is  sought  to  purchase,  in  the  exericse  of  a  preference  right,  the  applicant 
must  himself  make  the  following  affidavit,  which  must  be  presented  to  the  register: 

I? ,  claiming,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 

United  States  relating  to  the  sale  of  the  coal  lands  of  the  United  States,  the  preference 

right  to  purchase  the quarter  of  section ,  in  township of  range , 

subject  to  sale  at  the  district  land  office  at ,  hereby  apply  to  purchase  and  enter 

the  same;  and  I  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  have  not  hitherto  held,  except or 

purchased,  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a  member  of  an  association,  any  coal  lands 
under  the  aforesaid  provisions  of  the  law;  that  I  have  expended  in  developing  coal 

mines  on  said  tract,  in  labor  and  improvements,  the  sum  of dollars,  the  nature 

of  such  improvements  being  as  follows: ;  that  1  am  now  in  the  actual 

possession  of  said  mines,  and  make  the  entry  in  good  faith  for  my  own  benefit,  and  not, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  whole  or  in  part,  in  belhaf  of  any  person  or  persons  whom- 
soever; and  I  do  furthermore  swear  that  1  am  well  acquainted  with  the  character  of 
said  described  land,  and  with  each  and  every  legal  subdivision  thereof;  that  my 
knowledge  of  said  land  is  such  as  to  enable  me  to  testify  understandingly  with  regard 
thereto;  that  said  land  contains  workable  deposits  of  coal;  that  there  is  not,  to  my 
knowledge,  within  the  limits  thereof  any  valuable  vein  or  lode  of  quartz  or  other  rock 
in  place  bearing  gold,  silver,  or  copper,  and  that  there  is  not  within  the  limits  of  said 
land,  to  my  knowledge,  any  valuable  deposits  of  gold,  silver,  or  copper.  So  help 
me  Uod." 

15.  Where  purchase  and  entry,  whether  in  the  exercise  of  a  preference  right  or 
otherwise,  is  made  by  an  association,  each  member  thereof  must  subscribe  and  swear 
to  the  application  or  affidavit,  the  necessary  changes  being  made  to  cover  the  joint 
possession  and  expenditure  and  the  purchase  and  entry  in  their  joint  interest. 

16.  Each  application,  declaratory  statement,  and  affidavit,  forms  whereof  are  given 
above,  must  be  verified  before  the  register  or  receiver  or  some  officer  authorized  by  law 
to  administer  oaths  in  the  land  district  wherein  the  lands  involved  are  situate. 
(Amendment  of  Apr.  29,  1908.) 

17.  Upon  the  filing  of  an  application  to  purchase  coal  lands  under  the  provisions 
of  paragraphs  10  or  14  the  applicant  will  be  required,  at  his  own  expense,  to  publish 
a  notice  of  said  application  in  a  newspaper  nearest  the  lands,  to  be  designated  by  the 
register,  for  a  period  of  thirty  days,  during  which  time  a  similar  notice  must  be  posted 
in  the  local  land  office  and  in  a  conspicuous  place  on  the  land.  The  notice  should  de- 
scribe the  land  applied  for  and  state  that  tne  purpose  thereof  is  to  allow  all  persons 
claiming  the  land  applied  for,  or  desiring  to  show  that  the  applicant's  coal  entry 
should  not  be  allowed  for  any  reason,  an  opportunity  to  file  objections  with  the  local 
land  officers. 

Publication  must  be  made  sufficiently  in  advance  to  permit  entry  within  the  year 
specified  by  the  statute. 

18.  After  the  thirty  days'  period  of  newspaper  publication  has  expired,  the  claimant 
will  furnish  from  the  office  of  publication  a  sworn  statement  (including  an  attached 
copy  of  the  published  notice)  that  the  notice  was  published  for  the  required  period, 
giving  the  first  and  last  date  of  such  publication,  and  his  own  affidavit  or  that  of  some 
credible  person  having  personal  knowledge  of  the  fact,  showing  that  the  notice  afore- 
said remained  conspicuously  posted  upon  the  land  sought  to  be  patented  during  said 
thirty  days'  publication,  giving  the  dates.  The  register  shall  certify  to  the  fact  that 
the  notice  was  posted  in  his  office  for  the  full  period  of  thirty  days,  the  certificate  to 
state  distinctly  when  such  posting  was  done  and  how  long  continued,  giving  the 
dates.    In  no  case  shall  entry  be  allowed  until  the  proofs  specified  have  been  filed . 

The  claimant  will  be  required  within  thirty  days  after  the  expiration  of  the  period 
of  newspaper  publication  to  furnish  the  proofs  specified  in  said  paragraph  and  tender 
the  purchase  price  of  the  land.  Should  the  specified  proofs  and  purchase  price  be  not 
furnished  and  tendered  within  this  time,  the  local  land  officers  will  thereupon  reject 
the  application,  subject  to  appeal.  Furthermore,  in  the  exercise  of  a  preference  right 
to  purchase,  no  part  of  the  thirty-day  period  specified  herein  may  extend  beyond  the 
year  fixed  by  the  statute.    (Amendment  of  Nov.  30,  1907.) 

19.  Of  the  following  forms,  the  one  appropriate  to  the  sections  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes under  which  application  is  made  should  be  used  for  publication  of  all  notices  of 
application  to  enter  coal  lands: 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEFT.  AND  BUREAU  Of  FORESTRY.      818 

Notice  for  publication. 

COAL  ENTBY. 
(Sec.  2347,  R.  8.) 

Land  Office, 


19—. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that ,  of ,  county  of ,  State  (or 

Territory)  of ,  nas  this  day  filed  in  this  office  his  application  to  purchase,  under 

the  provisions  of  section  2347,  U.  S.  Revised  Statutes,  tne of  section  No. , 

township  No. ,  range  No. . 

Any  and  all  persons  claiming  adversely  the  lands  described,  or  desiring  to  object 
for  any  reason  to  the  sale  thereof  to  applicant,  should  file  their  affidavits  of  protest 

in  this  office  on  or  before  the day  of ,  19 — ,  otherwise  the  application 

may  be  allowed. 

Register. 
Notice  for  publication. 

COAL  ENTRY. 
(Sees.  2848-52,  R.  S.) 


-  Land  Office, 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that ,  of ,  county  of -,  State 

(or  Territory)  of ,  who,  on  tiie day  of ,  19 — ,  filed  in  this  office  his 

coal  declaratory  statement  for  the of  section  No. ,  township  No. ,  range 

No. ;  has  this  day  filed  in  this  office  his  application  to  purchase  said  land  unaef 

the  provisions  of  sections  2348  to  2352,  U.  S.  Revised  Statutes. 

Any  and  all  persons  claiming  adversely  the  lands  described,  or  desiring  to  object 
for  any  reason  to  the  entry  thereof  by  applicant,  should  file  their  affidavits  of  protest 

in  this  office  on  or  before  the day  of ,  19—. 

~~— —"  , 

Register, 

20.  When  it  is  sought  to  purchase,  either  by  ordinary  cash  entry  or  in  the  exercise 
of  a  preference  right,  the  register,  if  ne  finds  the  tract  applied  for  is  vacant,  surveyed! 
and  unappropriated,  and  that  the  claimant  has  complied  with  all  the  laws  and  regu- 
lations refitting  to  the  acquisition  of  coal  lands,  will  so  certify  to  the  receiver,  stating 
the  prescribed  purchase  price,  and  the  applicant  must  then  pay  the  same. 

21.  The  receiver  will  then  issue  to  the  purchaser  a  duplicate  receipt,  and  at  the 
close  of  the  month  the  register  and  receiver  will  make  returns  of  the  sale  to  the  General 
Land  Office,  whence,  if  tne  proceedings  are  found  to  be  regular,  a  patent  will  be  issued; 
and  on  surrender  of  the  duplicate  receipt  such  patent  will  be  delivered,  at  the  option 
of  the  patentee,  either  by  the  Commissioner  at  Washington  or  by  the  register  at  the 
district  land  office. 

22.  An  application  for  cash  entry  will  be  subject  to  any  valid  adverse  right  which 
may  have  attached  to  the  same  land  pursuant  to  section  2348,  Revised  Statutes. 

23.  Qualified  persons  or  associations  who  are  lawfully  in  possession  of  tracts  of  coal 
lands  which  are  still  unsurveyed  may,  under  sections  2401,  2402,  and  2403,  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  August  20,  1894,  apply  to  the  surveyor-general  for 
the  survey  of  the  township  or  townships,  or  portions  thereof,  embracing  the  lands 
claimed,  to  be  specified  as  nearly  as  practicable.  Each  Buch  application  must  be 
accompanied  by  the  affidavit  of  the  applicant  or  applicants,  duly  corroborated  by  at 
least  two  competent  persons,  setting  forth  the  qualifications  of  the  former  as  claimant 
or  claimants  of  the  land,  the  facts  constituting  their  possession,  the  character  of  the 
land,  and  such  other  facts  in  the  case  as  are  essential  in  that  connection.  If  the 
surveyor-general  approves  the  application,  he  will  thereupon  transmit  it  to  the  General 
Land  Office  with  tne  affidavits  and  his  report. 

24.  The  "Rules  of  practice  in  cases  before  the  United  States  district  land  office^ 
the  General  Land  Office,  and  the  Department  of  the  Interior"  will,  as  far  as  applicable, 
govern  all  cases  and  proceedings  arising  under  the  statutes  providing  for  tne  sale  of 
coal  lands. 

25.  Local  officers  will  report  at  the  close  of  each  month  as  "sales  of  coal  lands"  all 
filings  and  entries  in  separate  abstracts,  commencing  with  No.  1  and  thereafter  pro- 
ceeding consecutively  in  the  order  of  their  reception.  Where  a  series  of  numbers 
has  already  been  commenced  by  sale  of  coal  lands  they  will  continue  the  same  without 
change. 
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Part  II. — Coal  land*  in  Alaska. 

I  Act  June  6. 1900  (31  Stat.,  658).] 

AN  ACT  To  extend  the  cool-land  laws  to  the  district  of  Alaska- 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  That  ho  much  of  the  public-land  laws  of  the  United  States 
are  hereby  extended  to  the  district  of  Alaska  as  relate  to  coal  lands,  namely,  sections 
twenty-three  hundred  and  forty-seven  to  twenty-three  hundred  and  fifty-two,  inclu- 
sive, of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

[Act  April  28, 1904  (33  Stat.,  525).] 

AN  ACT  To  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  extend  the  coal-land  laws  to  the  district  of  Abaka," 
approved  June  sixth,  nineteen  hundred 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  That  any  person  or  association  of  persons  qualified  to  make 
entry  under  the  coal-land  laws  of  the  United  States,  who  shall  have  opened  or  improved 
.  a  coal  mine  or  coal  mines  on  any  of  the  unsurveyed  public  lands  of  the  United  States 
in  the  district  of  Alaska,  may  locate  the  lands  upon  which  such  mine  or  mines  are 
situated,  in  rectangular  tracts  containing  forty,  eighty,  or  one  hundred  and  sixty 
acres,  with  north  and  south  boundary  lines  run  according  to  the  true  meridian,  by 
marking  the  four  corners  thereof  with  permanent  monuments,  so  that  the  boundaries 
thereof  may  be  readily  and  easily  traced.  And  all  such  locators  shall,  within  one  year 
from  the  passage  of  this  act,  or  within  one  year  from  making  such  location,  file  for  record 
in  the  recording  district,  and  with  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  land  district  in 
which  the  lands  are  located  or  situated,  a  notice  containing  the  name  or  names  of  the 
locator  or  locators,  the  date  of  the  location,  the  description  of  the  lands  located,  and 
a  reference  to  such  natural  objects  or  permanent  monuments  as  will  readily  identify 
the  same. 

Sec.  2.  That  such  locator  or  locators,  or  their  assigns,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  shall  receive  a  patent  to  the  lands  located  by  presenting,  at  any  time  within 
three  years  from  the  date  of  such  notice,  to  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  land  dis- 
trict in  which  the  lands  so  located  are  situated  an  application  therefor,  accompanied 
by  a  certified  copy  of  a  plat  of  survey  and  field  notes  tnereof,  made  by  a  United  States 
deputy  surveyor  or  a  United  States  mineral  surveyor  duly  approved  by  the  surveyor- 
general  for  the  district  of  Alaska,  and  a  payment  of  the  sum  of  ten  dollars  per  acre  for 
the  lands  applied  for;  but  no  such  application  shall  be  allowed  until  after  the  appli- 
cant has  caused  a  notice  of  the  presentation  thereof,  embracing  a  description  of  the; 
lands,  to  have  been  published  in  a  newspaper  in  the  district  of  Alaska  published 
nearest  the  location  of  the  premises  for  a  period  of  sixty  days,  and  shall  have  caused 
copies  of  such  notice,  together  with  a  certified  copy  of  the  official  plat  of  survey,  to 
have  been  kept  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place,  upon  the  land  applied  for  and  in  the 
land  office  for  the  district  in  which  the  lands  are  located  for  a  like  period,  and  until  after 
he  shall  have  furnished  proof  of  such  publication  and  posting,  and  such  other  proof 
as  is  required  by  the  coal-land  laws:  Provided,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall 
be  so  construed  as  to  authorize  entries  to  be  made  or  title  to  be  acquired  to  the  shore 
of  any  navigable  waters  within  said  district. 

Sec.  3.  That  during  such  period  of  posting  and  publication,  or  within  six  months 
thereafter,  any  person  or  association  of  persons  having  or  asserting  any  adverse  interest 
or  claim  to  the  tract  of  land  or  any  part  thereof  Bought  to  be  purchased  shall  file  in 
the  land  office  where  such  application  is  pending,  under  oath,  an  adverse  claim, 
setting  forth  the  nature  and  extent  thereof,  and  such  adverse  claimant  shall,  within 
sixty  days  after  the  filing  of  such  adverse  claim,  begin  an  action  to  quiet  title  in  a 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction  within  the  district  of  Alaska,  and  thereafter  no  patent 
shall  issue  for  such  claim  until  the  final  adjudication  of  the  rights  of  the  parties,  and 
such  patent  shall  then  be  Usued  in  conformity  with  the  final  decree  of  such  court 
therein. 

Sec.  4.  That  all  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land  laws  of  the  United  States  not  in 
conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  continue  and  be  in  full  force  in  the  dis- 
trict of  Alaska. 

RULES  AND  REGULATIONS. 

1.  Persons  or  associations  of  persons  locating  or  entering  coal  lands  in  the  district 
of  Alaska  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  April  28,  1904  (33  Stat.  L.,  525),  amenda- 
tory of  the  act  of  June  6,  1900  (31  Stat.  L.,  330),  are  required  to  possess  the  qualifica- 
tions of  persons  or  associations  making  entry  under  the  general  coal-land  laws  of  the 
United  States,  and  are  subject  to  the  same  limitations. 
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2.  The  lands  must  be  vacant  and  unappropriated,  and  must  contain  deposits  of 
coal,  and  must  not  be  valuable  for  mines  of  gold,  silver,  or  copper.  Lands  contain- 
ing lignites  are  included  under  the  term  "coal  lands." 

3.  Entry  by  an  individual  may  be  made  only  by  a  person  above  the  age  of  21  years, 
who  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  Stales,  and  shall'  not  embrace  more  than  160  acres. 
Entry  by  an  association  of  persons  may  embrace  320  acres,  but  each  person  composing 
the  association  must  be  qualified  as  in  the  case  of  an  individual  entryman.  A  cor- 
poration is  held  to  be  an  association  under  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land  laws. 

4.  When  an  association  of  not  less  than  four  persons,  severally  qualified  as  required 
in  the  case  of  an  individual  entryman,  Bhall  have  expended  not  less  than  $5,000  in 
working  and  improving  a  mine  or  mines  of  coal  upon  the  public  lands,  such  associa- 
tion may  enter  not  exceeding  640  acres,  including  such  mining  improvements. 

5.  But  one  entry  of  coal  lands  by  any  person  or  association  of  persons  is  allowed  by 
the  law.  No  person  who,  and  no  association  any  member  of  which,  either  as  an  indi- 
vidual or  as  a  member  of  an  association,  shall  have  had  the  benefits  of  the  law  may 
enter  or  hold  other  coal  lands  thereunder.  The  right  so  to  enter  or  hold  is  exhausted, 
whether  an  entry  embraces  in  any  instance  the  maximum  area  allowed  by  the  law  or 
less. 

6.  There  is  no  authoritv  under  which  a  coal  mine  upon  public  lands,  entry  not 
having  been  made,  may  be  worked  and  operated  for  profit  and  sale  of  the  coal,  or 
beyond  the  opening  ana  improving  of  the  mine  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  right 
to  apply  for  patent. 

7.  The  requirement  of  the  statute  with  respect  to  the  form  of  the  tract  sought  to  be 
entered  is  construed  to  mean  that  the  boundary  lines  of  each  entry  must  be  run  in 
cardinal  directions,  i.  e.,  due  north  and  south  and  east  and  west  lines,  by  reference 
to  a  true  meridian  (not  magnetic),  with  the  exception  of  meander  lines  on  meander- 
able  streams  and  navigable  waters  forming  a  part  of  the  boundary  lines  of  a  location. 
Those  meander  lines  which  form  part  of  the  boundary  of  a  claim  will  be  run  according 
'to  the  directions  in  the  Manual  of  Surveying  Instructions,  but  other  boundary  lines 
will  be  run  in  true  east  and  west  and  north  and  south  directions,  thus  forming  rec- 
tangles, except  at  intersections  with  meandered  lines. 

8.  The  permanent  monuments  to  be  placed  at  each  of  the  four  corners  of  the  tract 
•Ideated  may  consist  of — 

First.  A  stone  at  least  24  inches  long,  set  12  inches  in  the  ground,  with  a  conical 
mound  of  stone  H  feet  high,  2  feet  base,  alongside. 

Second.  A  post  at  least  3  feet  long  by  4  inches  square,  set  18  inches  in  the  ground, ' 
and  surrounded  by  a  substantial  mound  of  stone  or  earth. 

Third.  A  rock  in  place;  and,  whenever  possible,  the  identity  of  all  corners  should 
be  perpetuated  by  taking  courses  and  distances  to  bearing  trees,  rocks,  or  other  ob- 
jects, permanent  objects  being  selected  for  bearings  whenever  possible. 
•  9.  It  is  further  provided  by  the  first  section  of  the  act  that  witnin  one  >  ear  from  the 
date  of  the  passage  of  the  act  or  within  one  year  from  making  the  location  there  shall 
be  filed  for  record  in  the  recording  district  and  with  the  register  and  receiver  of  the 
land  district  in  which  the  land  is  situated  a  notice  containing  the  name  or  names  of 
the  locator  or  locators,  the  date  of  the  location,  the  description  of  the  lands  located, 
and  a  reference  to  such  natural  objects  or  permanent  monuments  as  will  readily  iden- 
tify the  same.  In  other  words,  the  notice  should  contain  a  complete  description  in 
every  particular  of  the  claim  as  it  is  marked  and  monumented  upon  the  ground. 

10.  By  the  second  section  of  the  act  the  locator  or  his  assigns  is  allowed  three  years 
from  the  date  of  filing  the  notice  prescribed  in  the  first  section  of  the  act  within  which 
to  file  an  application  with  the  local  land  officers  for  a  patent  for  the  land  claimed.  It 
will  thus  be  seen  that  persons  or  associations  of  persons  claiming  coal  lands  in  that 
district  at  the  date  of  the  passage  of  the  act  have  four  years  from  location  or  from  the 
date  of  the  act  within  which  to  present  their  applications  for  patent. 

11.  Persons  or  associations  of  persons  who  fail  to  record  their  notices  within  the  time 
prescribed  by  the  first  section  of  the  act,  or  fail  to  file  application  for  patent  in  the  time 
prescribed  by  the  second  section,  forfeit  their  rights  to  the  particular  tract  located. 

12.  With  the  application  for  patent  the  claimant  must  file  a  certified  copy  of  the  plat 
of  survey  and  field  notes  thereof  made  by  a  United  States  deputy  surveyor  or  a  United 
States  mineral  surveyor,  duly  approved  by  the  surveyor-general  for  the  district  of 
Alaska.  Under  this  clause  of  the  act  it  will  be  allowable  for  the  claimant,  at  his  own 
expense,  to  procure  the  making  of  a  survey  by  one  of  the  officials  mentioned  without 
first  making  application  to  the  surveyor-general,  but  tho  survey  when  made  is  to  be 
submitted  to  and  approved  by  the  surveyor-general  and  by  him  numbered  serially. 

13.  The  survey  must  be  made  in  strict  conformity  with  or  be  embraced  within  the 
lines  of  the  location  as  appears  from  the  record  thereof  with  the  recorder  in  the  recording 
district,  and  must  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  regulations  relative  to  lode  ana 
placer  mining  claims  so  far  as  they  are  applicable. 
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14.  Upon  the  presentation  of  an  application  for  patent,  if  no  reason  appears  for 
rejecting  it,  it  will  be  received  by  the  register  and  receiver  and  the  claimant  required 
to  publish  a  notice  thereof  for  the  period  of  sixty  days  in  a  newspaper  in  the  district  of 
Alaska  published  nearest  the  location  of  the  particular  lands,  and  to  cause  a  copy 
thereof,  together  with  a  certified  copy  of  the  official  plat  of  survey,  to  be  posted  and 
remain  posted  throughout  the  period  of  publication  in  a  conspicuous  place  upon  the 
land  applied  for,  and  the  register  will  post  a  copy  of  such  notice  and  official  plat  in  his 
office  for  the  same  period.  When  the  notice  is  published  in  a  weekly  newspaper  nine 
consecutive  insertions  are  necessary;  when  in  a  daily  newspaper,  the  notice  must 
appear  in  each  issue  for  eixty-one  consecutive  issues.  In  both  cases  the  first  day  of 
issue  must  be  excluded  in  estimating  the  period  of  sixty  days. 

15.  The  notice  so  published  must  embrace  all  the  data  given  in  the  notice  posted 
upon  the  claim  and  in  the  local  land  office.  In  addition  to  such  data,  the  published 
notice  must  further  indicate  the  locus  of  the  claim  by  giving  the  connecting  line,  as 
shown  by  the  field  notes  and  plat,  between  a  corner  of  the  claim  and  a  United  States 
mineral  monument  or  a  corner  of  the  public  survey,  if  there  is  one,  and  fix  the  bounda- 
ries of  the  claim  by  courses  and  distances. 

The  publication  in  the  newspaper  and  the  posting  upon  the  land  and  in  the  local 
land  office  must  cover  the  same  period  of  time. 

16.  Upon  the  expiration  of  the  sixty-day  period  prescribed  the  claimant  may  file  in 
the  local  land  office  a  sworn  statement  from  the  office  of  publication,  to  which  shall  be 
attached  a  copy  of  the  notice  published,  to  the  effect  that  the  notice  was  published 
for  the  statutory  period,  giving  the  first  and  last  day  of  such  publication,  and  his  own 
affidavit  showing  that  the  plat  and  notice  aforesaid  remained  conspicuously  posted 
upon  the  claim  sought  to  oe  patented  during  the  sixty-day  period  of  publication, 

Sving  the  dates.    The  register  will  also  file  with  the  record  a  certificate  snowing  that 
e  notice  and  plat  were  posted  in  his  office  for  the  full  period  of  sixty  days,  such  cer- 
tificate to  state  distinctly  when  such  posting  was  done  and  how  long  continued. 

Not  earlier  than  six  months  after  the  expiration  of  the  period  of  publication,  if  no 
objections  are  interposed  or  adverse  claim  filed,  entry  may  be  allowed  upon  payment 
of  the  price  per  acre  specified  by  the  act,  which  is  $10  per  acre  in  all  cases. 

17.  The  proviso  to  tne  second  section  of  the  act  is  as  follows: 

"That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  authorize  entries  to  be 
made  or  title  to  be  acquired  to  the  shore  of  any  navigable  waters  within  said  district." 

The  term  "shore"  is  defined  to  mean  the  land  lying  between  high  and  low  water 
marks  of  any  navigable  waters  within  said  district. 

18.  Section  3  provides  for  the  assertion  by  any  person  or  association  of  persons  of  an 
adverse  claim,  and  requires  that  such  adverse  claim  shall  be  filed  during  the  period  of 
posting  and  publication  or  within  six  months  thereafter;  that  it  shall  be  under  oath, 
and  set  forth  the  nature  and  extent  thereof. 

19.  An  adverse  claim  may  be  verified  by  the  oath  of  the  adverse  claimant  or  by  the 
oath  of  any  duly  authorized  agent  or  attorney  in  fact  of  the  adverse  claimant  cognizant 
of  the  facts  6tated,  and  when  verified  by  such  agent  or  attorney  in  fact  he  must  dis- 
tinctly swear  that  he  is  such  agent  or  attorney  in  fact  and  accompany  his  affidavit  by 
proof  thereof.  The  adverse  claimant  should  6et  forth  fully  the  nature  and  extent  of 
the  interference  or  conflict  by  filing  with  his  adverse  claim  a  plat  showing  his  entire 
claim  and  its  situation  or  position  with  relation  to  the  one  against  which  he  claims; 
whether  he  claims  as  a  purchaser  for  valuable  consideration  or  as  a  locator;  if  the 
former,  a  certified  copy  of  the  original  location,  the  original  conveyance  or  duly  cer- 
tified copy  thereof,  or  an  abstract  of  title  from  the  office  of  the  proper  recorder  should 
be  furnished,  or,  if  the  transaction  was  a  merely  verbal  one,  he  will  narrate  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  purchase,  the  date  thereof,  and  amount  paid,  which  facts  will  be 
supported  by  the  affidavits  of  one  or  more  witnesses,  if  any  were  present  at  the  time; 
and  if  he  claims  as  locator,  he  must  file  a  duly  certified  copy  of  the  location  notice  from 
the  office  of  the  proper  recorder  and  his  affidavit  of  continued  ownership. 

20.  Upon  the  filing  of  such  adverse  claim  within  the  sixty-day  period  of  posting  and 
publication,  or  within  six  months  thereafter,  the  party  who  tiles  the  adverse  claim 
shall,  under  the  act,  within  sixty  days  after  the  filing  of  such  adverse  claim,  begin  an 
action  to  quiet  title  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  within  the  district  of  Alaska. 

21.  All  papers  filed. should  have  indorsed  upon  them  the  precise  date  of  filing;  and 
upon  the  filing  of  an  adverse  claim  within  the  time  prescribed  by  the  statute  all  pro- 
ceedings on  the  application  for  patent  will  be  suspended,  with  the  exception  of  the 
completion  of  the  publication  and  posting  of  notice  and  plat  and  filing  the  necessary 
proof  thereof,  until  final  adjudication  of  the  rights  of  the  parties.  In  cases  of  final 
judgment  rendered,  the  party  entitled  under  the  decree  must,  before  he  is  allowed  to 
make  entry,  file  a  certified  copy  thereof. 

22.  Where  such  suit  has  been  dismissed ,  a  certificate  of  the  clerk  of  the  court  to  that 
effect  or  a  certified  copy  of  the  order  of  dismissal  will  be  sufficient.    Where  no  suit 
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bas  been  commenced  against  the  application  for  patent  within  the  statutory  period, 
a  certificate  to  that  effect  by  the  clerk  of  the  territorial  court  having  jurisdiction  will 
be  required. 

23.  In  connection  with  the  foregoing,  it  is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  by  section  4  of 
the  act  it  is  declared: 

"That  all  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land  laws  of  the  United  States  not  in  conflict 
with  the  provisionsof  this  actshall  continueand  be  in  full  force  in  the  district  of  Alaska." 

24.  An  assignment  to  a  qualified  person  of  a  preference  right  of  entry  under  the 
act  of  April  28, 1904,  will  be  recognized  when  properly  executed.  Proof  and  payment 
by  the  assignee  must  be  made,  nowever,  in  the  same  manner  and  within  the  same 
time  as  though  there  had  been  no  assignment. 

25.  The  following  forms  for  notice  of  location  and  application  for  patent  should  be 
used: 

NOTICE  OF  LOCATION. 

I, ,  of ,  having  on  the day  of ,  19 — ,  opened  and  im- 
proved a  coal  mine  on  the  following-described  tract  (here  describe  the  lands  by  metes 
and  bounds  in  rectangular  form  with  north  and  south  boundary  lines  run  according 
to  the  true  meridian,  and  a  reference  to  such  natural  or  permanent  objects  as  will 
.readily  identify  the  same),  do. hereby  locate  the  same  as  provided  by  the  Alaska  coal- 
land  act  of  April  28, 1904  (33  Stats.,  525);  and  I  do  solemnly  swear  that  1  am  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  (or  have  declared  my  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States);  that  I  am  over  the  age  of  21  years;  that  I  have  never  either  as  an  individual 

or  as  a  member  of  an  association  held,  except ,  or  purchased  any  coal  lands  of  the 

United  States;  that  I  have  remained  in  actual  possession  of  said  land  continuously 

since  the day  of ,  19 — ;  that  1  have  expended  in  labor  and  improvements  on 

said  mine  the  sum  of dollars,  the  labor  and  improvements  being  as  follows  (here 

describe  the  nature  and  character  of  such  improvements);  and  I  do  furthermore 
solemn  I y  swear  that  I  am  well  acquainted  with  the  character  of  said  described  lands 
and  witn  each  and  every  portion  thereof;  that  my  knowledge  of  said  lands  is  such  as  to 
enable  me  to  testify  understanding^  with  regard  thereto;  that  there  is  not,  to  my 
knowledge,  within  the  limits  thereof  any  valuable  vein  or  lode  of  quartz  or  other  rock 
in  place  bearing  gold,  silver,  copper,  or  other  valuable  minerals,  and  that  there  is  not 
within  the  limits  of  said  land,  to  my  knowledge,  any  valuable  deposits  of  gold,  silver, 
or  copper  or  other  minerals.    So  help  me  God. 

Dated ,  19—. 

(Jurat.) 

APPLICATION  FOB  PATENT. 

I, ,  claiming  under  th*  provisions  of  the  act  of  April  28, 1904  (33  Stats., 

525),  amendatory  of  the  act  of  June  6,  1900  (31  Stats.*,  658),  extending  the  coal-land 
laws  to  the  district  of  Alaska,  do  hereby  apply  to  purchase  the  lands  described  in  the 
accompanying  field  notes  and  plat  and  subject  to  sale  at  the  district  land  office  at 

,  Alaska;  and  do  solemnly  swear  that  my  title  to  said  tract  is  as  follows: 

as  will  more  fully  appear  by  the  certified  copy  of  location  notice  and  abstract  of  title 
filed  herewith;  that  I  am  above  the  age  of  21  years,  and  a  citizen  of  the  United  States; 

that  I  have  not  hitherto  held,  except ,  or  purchased,  either  as  an  individual  or 

as  a  member  of  an  association,  any  coal  lands  under  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land 
laws;  that  1  have  expended  in  developing  coal  mines  on  said  tract,  in  labor  and 

improvements,  the  sum  of dollars,  the  nature  of  said  improvements  being  as 

follows: ;  that  I  am  now  in  the  actual  possession  of  said  mines  and  make 

the  entry  in  good  faith  for  my  own  benefit,  and  not,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  in  behalf  of  any  person  or  persons  whomsoever;  and  I  do  furthermore  swear 
that  1  am  well  acquainted  with  the  character  of  said  described  land,  and  with  each  and 
every  portion  thereof;  that  my  knowledge  of  said  land  is  such  as  to  enable  me  to 
testify  understand ingly  with  regard  thereto;  that  said  land  contains  deposits  of  coal; 
that  there  is  not,  to  my  knowledge,  within  the  limits  thereof  any  valuable  vein  or 
lode  of  quartz  or  other  rock  in  place  bearing  gold,  silver,  copper,  or  other  valuable 
minerals,  and  that  there  is  not  within  the  limits  of  said  land,  to  my  knowledge,  any 
valuable  deposits  of  gold,  silver,  copper,  or  other  minerals.    So  help  me  God. 

Jurat. 

26.  The  notice  of  location  and  the  application  for  patent,  the  forms  of  which  are 
given  above,  may  be  sworn  to  by  the  claimant  before  any  officer  authorized  by  law  to 
administer  oaths;  but  the  authority  of  said  officer  must  be  properly  shown. 
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27.  Any  party  duly  qualified  under  the  law,  after  swearing  to  his  notice  of  location 
or  application  for  patent,  may,  by  a  sufficient  power  of  attorney  duly  executed  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  or  Territory  in  which  such  party  may  be  then  residing,  empower 
an  agent  to  file  with  the  register  of  the  proper  land  office  the  notice  of  location  or 
application  for  patent,  and  also  authorize  him  to  make  payment  for  and  entry  of  the 
lands  in  the  name  of  such  qualified  party;  and  when  such  power  of  attorney  shall 
have  been  filed  in  the  local  land  office  such  agent  may  act  thereunder  as  indicated; 
but  no  person  will  be  permitted  to  art  as  such  agent  for  more  than  four  applicants. 

28.  Where  a  claimant  shows  by  affidavit  that  he  is  not  personally  acquainted  with 
the  character  of  the  land,  any  qualified  person  may  make  the  required  affidavit  as  to 
its  character;  but  whether  this  affidavit  is  made  by  the  claimant  or  by  another  it  must 
be  corroborated  by  the  affidavits  of  two  disinterested  and  credible  witnesses  having 
personal  knowledge  of  the  facts. 

29.  The  "  Rules  of  practice  in  cases  before  the  United  States  district  land  offices, 
the  General  Land  Office,  and  the  Department  of  the  Interior,"  will,  as  far  as  applica- 
ble, govern  all  cases  and  proceedings  arising  under  the  statutes  providing  for  the  sale 
of  coal  lands. 

30.  Ldcal  officers  will  report  at  the  close  of  each  month  as  "sales  of  coal  lands" 
all  filings  and  entries  in  separate  abstracts,  commencing  with  number  one  and  there- 
after proceeding  consecutively  in  the  order  of  their  reception. 

Where  a  scries  of  numbers  has  already  been  commenced  by  sale  of  coal  lands,  they " 
will  continue  the  same  without  change. 

R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Commissioner. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

April  It,  1907. 
Approved. 

James  Rudolph  Garfield, 

Secretary. 


MONDAY,  JANTJABY  31,  1010. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior 
Department  and  Forestry  Service, 

Washington,  January  31,  1910. 
The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department  and 
Forestry  Service  met,  pursuant  to  adjournment  at  2.30  p.  m. 
I*  Present:  Senators  Nelson  (chairman),  Flint,  Sutherland,  Root, 
Paynter,  and  Fletcher;  Representatives  McCall,  Olmsted,  Denbv, 
Madison,  James,  and  Graham;  Mr.  Paul  Sleman,  secretary;  also  Mr. 
Louis  D.  Brandeis  and  Joseph  R.  Cotton,  jr.,  representing  Mr.  Louis 
R.  Glavis. 

The  Chairman.  Will  Mr.  Glavis  please  take  the  stand  if  he  is 
present. 

TESTIMONY  OF  L.  E.  GLAVIS— Besumed. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  you  begin  the  examination 
of  Mr.  Glavis  I  should  like  to  inquire  whether  any  progress  has  been 
made  in  the  collection  of  the  documents  which  we  have  requested. 

The  Chairman.  They  are  at  work  on  them  at  the  Land  Office,  but 
we  have  not  received  any  yet.  The  next  morning  after  you  gave  me 
the  list  I  was  down  there  and  left  a  copy  of  the  list  with  the  Land 
Office,  and  they  promised  to.  secure  all  the  documents  as  soon  as  they 
could,  but  we  have  not  received  any  yet. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  was  made  on  the  28th,  the  request  for  docu- 
ments. If  it  meets  the  views  of  the  committee,  we  think  the  request 
for  documents  should  appear  in  the  record,  so  that  we  shall  be  able  to 
check  up  what  we  receive  as  compared  with  what  we  requested. 
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The  Chairman.  As  soon  ad  we  get  them  they  will  go  in,  of  course. 
Mr.  Brandeis.  I  mean  the  request  should  go  into  the  record. 
Mr.  Graham.  That  is,  a  tabulated  statement  of  the  documents 
that  you  wish? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  that  will  be  put  in  the  record. 
(The  request  is  ae  follows:) 

January  27, 1910. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Investigation  ComrtiiUu. 
Dear  Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  request  made  by  you  at  the  meeting  of  the  committee 
on  January  26,  we  submit  to  you  the  following  list  of  documents  which  we  desire  to 
have  produced  at  this  investigation: 

1.  unsigned  cony  of  statement  made  by  Watson  Allen  about  March,  1907,  now  or 
formerly  filed  in  land  office  at  Seattle,  concerning  agreement  entered  into  relating  to 
conveyance  in  edcrow  of  claims  to  coal  lands  involved  in  proceedings  of  the  United 
States  against  the  Wilson  Coal  Company,  Sterling  Coal  Company,  et  al. 

2.  Certified  copy  of  bill  and  answer  and  of  opinion  rendered  in  January.  1910,  and  of 
the  depositions  of  Watson  Allen,  P.  C.  Richardson,  and  of  the  several  Wilsons,  as 
regards  the  above-mentioned  matter,  now  or  formerly  filed  in  the  office  of  the  United 
States  circuit  court  for  the  western  district  of  Washington  in  the  suits  of  the  United 
States  v.  Wilson  Coal  Co.,  Sterling  Coal  Co.,  Watson  Allen,  etc. 

3.  Copy  of  letter  of  L.  R.  Glavis,  chief  field  division,  to  commissioner,  November 
5,  1907,  inclosing  report  or  affidavit  of  Special  Agent  H.  Jones,  November  1,  1907, 
together  with  such  report  or  affidavit,  and  copy  of  any  reply  thereto. 

4.  Original  letter  of  L.  R.  Glavis  to  commissioner,  November  12, 1907,  and  all  other 
papers  on  file  in  the  General  Land  Office  relating  to  soldier's  additional  application  No. 
69  therein  referred  to. 

5.  Daily  reports  and  special  agents,  report  books  now  or  formerly  on  file  in  the 
General  Land  Office  or  tne  Seattle  or  Portland,  Oreg.,  land  offices  of  the  following 
persons  for  the  periods  respectively  set  forth: 

(a)  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love,  June  15, 1907,  to  date  of  retirement  from  the  service. 
(6)  Special  Agent  Horace  Tillard  Jones,  June  15,  1907,  to  December  16,  1909. 

(c)  Special  Agent  S.  N.  Stoner,  March  10,  1908,  to  May  15,  1908;  March  4,  1909,  to 
December  16,  1909. 

(d)  Special  Agent  Andrew  Kennedy,  March  10,  1908,  to  May  16,  1908;  March  4, 
1909,  to  December  16,  1909. 

(e)  Special  Agent  Arthur  R.  Bowman,  March  4,  1909,  to  December  16,  1909. 


if)  Special  Agent  Gery,  June  1,  1909,  to  September  16,  1909. 
(g)  Daily  i  "  " 


r  reports,  daily  report  books,  and  monthly  expense  account  Louis  R.  Glavis, 
March  4,  1907,  to  September  16,  1909. 

6.  Personal  letter,  X.  R.  Glavis  to  H.  H.  Schwartz,  dated  on  or  about  November  22, 
1907. 

7.  All  letters  or  telegrams  received  from  and  copies  of  letters  and  telegrams  sent 
bearing  date  between  November  23,  1907,  and  December  7,  1907,  between  L.  R. 
Glavis  and  Fred  Dennett,  assistant  commissioner,  or  personally,  or  H.  H.  Schwartz, 
chief  of  field  division,  or  personally  in  relation  to  Alaska  coal  lands,  or  said  Glavis's 
comine  to  Washington,  D.  C. 

8.  All  letters  and  telegrams  now  or  formerly  on  file  in  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  office, 
from  L.  R.  Glavis  to  H.  K.  Love,  relating  to  Alaska  coal  claims,  including,  among 
others,  letter  of  L.  R.  Glavis  to  H.  K.  Love,  dated  January  31,  1908,  and  copies  of 
all  replies  from  such  letters  and  telegrams. 

10.  All  letters  and  other  papers  now  or  formerly  in  the  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  office 
relating  to  the  Cunningham  claims,  so  called,  and  particularly  all  communications 
from  and  copies  of  all  communications  to  Clarence  Cunningham.  Also  all  the  papers 
delivered  to  Special  Agent  Bowman  in  1909,  and  for  which  receipt  was  given  by  him, 
including  among  the  others  a  letter  dated  January  15,  1908,  from  the  said  Cunning- 
ham to  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  said  office. 

11.  Personal  letter  from  L.  R.  Glavis  to  H.  H.  Schwartz,  dated  in  January  or  Feb- 
ruary, 1908,  calling  attention  to  preliminary  investigation  of  Cunningham  case  and 
necessity  of  field  examination. 

12.  Telegram  of  L.  R.  Glavis,  dated  March  6, 1908,  in  relation  to  Alaska  coal  claims. 

13.  Letter  of  L.  R.  Glavis,  dated  in  March  or  April,  1908,  transmitting  affidavit  of 
Special  Agent  H.  T.  Jones  concerning  H.  K.  Love,  together  with  said  affidavit. 
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14.  All  letters  and  telegrams,  official  and  personal,  between  Fred  Dennett  and 
R.  A.  Ballinger,  bearing  date  between  March  4,  1908,  and  March  4,  1909,  and  also 
stenographer's  notebooks  containing  letters  dictated  by  said  Dennett  during  said 
period. 

15.  All  letters  and  other  communications  between  General  Land  Office  and  S.  J.  Col- 
ter, and  personal  letter  or  telegram  from  II.  H.  Schwartz  to  Special  Agent  S.  J.  Colter 
or  from  said  Colter  to  Schwartz  in  relation  to  Alaska  coal  land  or  in  relation  to  Glavia's 
so-called  charges  to  the  President. 

16.  Original  report  of  H.  T.  Jones  to  L.  R.  Glavis,  dated  December  2, 1907,  now  or 
formerly  in  General  Land. Office. 

17.  Personal  letter  of  L.  R.  Glavis  to  Schwartz,  of  April,  1908,  referred  to  in  letter 
of  April,  1908.  to  Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger,  September  10,  1909.    (S.  Doc.  248,  p.  99.) 

18.  Original  telegram  H.  K.  Love  to  Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger,  January  11,  1908,  and 
memorandum  of  Carr  on  envelope. 

19.  All  the  papers  on  files  of  the  General  Land  Office  or  of  any  local  land  office 
relating  to  the  grants  of  rights  of  way  to  the  Des  Chutes  River  Railroad  Company  or 
other  relations  with  that  company. 

20.  The  unsigned  or  undelivered  draft  of  patents  of  the  Cunningham  claims  and 
any  memorandum  on  file  in  relation  thereto. 

21.  The  telegram  of.  Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger  to  Love  of  January,  7  1908,  referred  to 
on  page  35  of  the  printed  record. 

22.  Telegram  of  Love  of  January  4,  1908,  referred  to  in  Commissioner  Ballinger's 
telegram  of  January  7,  1908. 

23.  Any  record  of  the  hearing  given  to  Ex-Governor  Moore  by  Commissioner  Bal- 
linger in  December,  1907,  referred  to  by  Schwartz  on  page  224  and  again  on  page  460 
of  the  printed  record. 

24.  Letter  from  Mr..  Todd,  United  States  attorney  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  about  May, 
1908,  relating  to  the  proposed  criminal  prosecution  of  certain  Alaskan  coal  claimants, 
which  letter  should  now  be  on  file  either  in  the  General  Land  Office  or  in  the  Seattle 
land  office,  and  all  other  papers  in  either  of  said  files  bearing  upon  the  same  matter. 

25.  Telegram  of  L.  R.  Glavis  to  commissioner  April  11,  1909,  and  reply  of  com- 
missioner to  Glavis  April  13.  Also  original  letter  of  Commissioner  Dennett  to  Glavis 
of  June  3,  1908. 

In  pursuance  of  your  request  to  name  such- witnesses  as  we  would  like  to  have  called, 
we  respectfully  request  that  the  committee  subpoena — 
Special  Agent  Horace  Tillard  Jones,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Arthur  R.  Bowman,  Cheyenne,  Wyo. 
Andrew  Kennedy,  Seattle,  Wash.  * 
Henry  M.  Hoyt,  Attorney-General,  Porto  Rico. 
P.  C.  Richardson,  Seattle,  Wash. 

We  shall  submit  as  soon  as  may  be  certain  further  requests  for  documents  and  wit- 
nesses, the  exact  specifications  of  which  we  are  not  able  to  furnish  at  present. 
Very  respectfully, 

Louis  D.  Brandeis, 
Joseph  Cotton,  Jr. 
Counsel  for  Louis  R.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  were  a  few  additional  ones  that  I  will  give 
the  clerk,  if  I  may. 

In  looking  over  Saturday's  proceedings  I  notice  that  the  list  of 
letters  which  we  desire  to  fiave  introduced  in  evidence,  but  did  not 
read  to  the  committee,  do  not  appear  in  the  record. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  you  would  call  the  stenographer's  attention 
to  the  page  of  this  book  here  [indicating  Senate  Document  248]. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  hand  him  the  list  and  ask  that  these  letters, 
etc.,  appear  in  the  record  of  this  proceeding. 

(The  letters  are  as  follows :) 

Department  op  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  21,  1907. 
Mr.  Horace  T.  Jones, 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Sir:  October  6,  1905,  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  submitted  to  this  office  a  letter 
setting  out  various  schemes  under  which  coal  lands  were  being  entered  in  Alaska. 
With  said  letter  he  submitted  ropy  of  an  affidavit  made  by  David  Lawrence  White, 
dated  the  6th  of  September,  1905,  at  Catalla,  Alaska. 
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Under  dates  of  November  9,  1905,  and  March  20,  1906,  Mr.  M.  S.  Duffield,  writing 
from  Valdez,  Alaska,  Betting  forth  with  some  particularity  that  Mr.  Frank  Watson, 
at  Seattle,  Wash.,  as  representative  of  certain  Chicago  capitalists  by  that  name,  had 
taken  steps  to  secure  13,280  acres  of  Chirkaloon  Greek  coal  lands  on  the  Matanuska 
Biver,  Alaska;  that  in  making  the  applications  for  these  lands,  83  names  had  been 
used .  Some  of  these  names  are  alleged  to  be  people  living  in  Seward  and  others  were 
Seattle  laborers.  The  effect  of  the  statements  contained  in  Mr.  Duffield 'a  letters  is 
that  these  parties  were  engaged  in  a  criminal  conspiracy  denounced  in  section  5440. 
Revised  Statutes,  the  object  of  which  conspiracy  was  to  illegally  acquire  title  to  coal 
lands  contrary  to  the  statutes  in  relation  thereto.  From  the  affidavit  of  David  L. 
White,  above  referred  to,  it  appears  that  A.  H.  Stracey,  local  manager  and  representa- 
tive of  the  Pacific  Oil  and  Goal  Company  (Limited),  commonly  known  locally  as  the 
"English  Company,"  was  indicated  as  being  engaged  in  hiring  persons,  some  of  whom 
were  designated  in  his  affidavit  by  name,  for  the  purpose  of  entering  each  160  acreB  of 
coal  lands  for  the  benefit  of  said  company,  and  tney  were  to  receive  for  making  said 
locations  the  sum  of  $100,  and  they  were  also  paid  at  the  rate  of  $2.25  a  day  for  doing 
assessment  work  upon  such  lands. 

I  have  attached  to  this  letter  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  Mr.  Love  of  October  6,  1905;  the 
affidavit  of  David  L.  White  of  September  6,  1905,  and  the  letters  of  Mr.  Duffield  of 
November  25,  1905,  and  March  2, 1906,  and  a  description  of  the  coal  declaratory  state- 
ments made  by  parties  for  lands  in  that  locality  so  far  as  they  appear  on  record  in  this 
office,  all  of  which  may  be  of  service  to  you  in  your  investigations.  In  addition 
thereto,  I  inclose  you  copies  of  letter  of  Henry  K.  Harriman,  attorney  at  Seattle, 
Wash.,  dated  October  10, 1905,  to  Mr.  Love;  a  copy  of  letter  of  inquiry  of  November  14, 
1906,  from  George  F.  Mundy,  Seattle,  together  with  a  copy  of  the  reply  of  this  office  to 
Mr.  Mundy  dated  November  30, 1906;  also  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  this  office  of  December 
11, 1905,  to  Special  Agent  Love,  which  last-mentioned  series  of  inclosures  may  or  may 
not  be  of  importance  in  your  investigation. 

This  office  also  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  these  complaints  are  about  two  years 
old,  and  if  there  has  been  incurred  a  criminal  liability  the  matter  must  be  presented 
to  a  United  States  grand  jury  within  three  years  of  the1  last  overt  act  taken  with  a 
view  of  consummating  the  purpose  of  the  conspiracy. 

It  is  desired  by  this  office  that  you  make  a  thorough,  complete,  and  energetic  inves- 
tigation of  the  charges  contained  in  Mr.  Duffield 's  letter  and  those  referred  to  in  Mr. 
white's  affidavit,  and  any  other  like  violations  of  the  law  in  reference  to  coal  entries 
in  that  locality.  This  you  will  do  to  the  exclusion  of  any  other  business,  and  you 
will  confine  your  efforts  to  these  cases  until  such  time  as  you  have  thoroughly  covered 
the  whole  field  of  investigation. 

As  a  preliminary  to  vour  work  it  is  suggested  that  you  give  a  few  days'  time  to  a 
consultation  of  the  decisions  as  found  in  the  Federal  and  Supreme  Court  reports  upon 
the  question  of  conspiracy  under  section  5440,  and  perjury  and  subornation  referred 
to,  and  that  you  will  also  read  and  take  note  of  those  court  cases  which  have  particular 
application  to  coal  lands.  Among  them  is  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  The  Trini- 
dad Coal  and  Coke  Company,  reported  in  137  U.  S.  After  you  have  made  yourself 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  laws  it  is  alleged  these  parties  have  violated,  and 
with  the  decisions  of  the  courts  as  to  what  state  of  facts  constitute  such  violations, 
you  will  proceed  with  your  investigation  in  the  field.  In  making  such  investigation 
you  will  endeavor  to  interview  all  of  the  alleged  fraudulent  or  dummy  entrymen  and 
procure  from  them  affidavits  setting  up  the  true  state  of  facts  under  which  these 
entries  were  made.  You  are  particularly  charged  with  the  necessity  of  securing,  in 
affidavit  form,  whatever  evidence  you  expect  subsequently  to  be  used  to  advantage 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  likewise  any  evidence  which  tends  to  show  the  good 
faith  of  any  particular  transaction.  In  making  your  investigations  you  will  also  bear 
in  mind  the  fact  that  criminal  liability  in  these  cases  expires  within  three  years  from 
the  date  of  the  crime  of  perjury  or  subornation  of  perjury  and  from  the  date  of  the 
last  overt  act  in  the  consummation  of  any  conspiracy,  and  you  will  therefore  give 
preference  in  time  in  examination  where  it  is  necessary  by  reason  of  such  statute. 

You  have  been  selected  to  make  this  examination  for  the  reason  that  this  office 
believes  that  you  have  the  necessary  ability  and  integrity,  and  you  are  authorized  to 
travel  to  such  points  in  Alaska  or  Western  States  as  may  be  necessary  in  order  to 
cover  the  investigation.  It  will  probably  be  necessary  for  you  to  examine  the  records 
in  the  land  office  at  Juneau. 

From  time  to  time,  as  this  investigation  progresses,  and  as  you  take  affidavits,  you 
will  submit  preliminary  reports  informing  this  office  of  the  progress  you  are  making 
and^attach  thereto  copies  of  the  affidavits  and  other  evidence  secured  by  you. 


Digitized  by  LiOOQ  IC 


822      INVESTIGATION  INTEBIOB  DEPT.  AND  BTJBBATJ  OF  FORESTRY. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  work  will  require  your  presence  in  Alaska  at  different 
times  and  will  necessitate  more  than  the  ordinary  expenses  upon  your  per  diem 
account,  this  office  will,  upon  receipt  of  a  wire  from  you  that  you  have  entered  upon 
this  investigation,  submit  to  the  department  a  recommendation  that  your  salary  be 
increased  per  annum. 

Very  respectfully,  Fbbu  DraNETf , 

Acting  Commissioner. 

(Morris  F.  Duffield's  present  address  is  box  284,  Ely,  Nov.) 


Department  or  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Seattle,  Wash.,  August  t,  1907. 
The  honorable  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  following  persons  have  recently,  through 
Clarence  Cunningham,  as  agent,  entered  at  the  land  office,  Juneau,  coal  lands  within 
the  Kyak  recording  district  (Katalla),  Alaska:  J.  G.  Cunningham,  Fred  C.  Davidson, 
Michael  Deneen,  F.  Cushing  Moore,  Orville  G.  Jones,  C.  J.  Smith,  Walter  V.  Moore, 
Francis  Jenkins,  Ignatius  Mullen,  Horace  C.  Henry,  F.  F.  Johnson,  Alfred  Pace, 
Arthur  D.  Jones,  N.  B.  Nelson,  Frank  A.  Moore,  John  A.  Finch,  A.  B.  Campbell, 
Henry  White,  B.  C.  Riblett,  Charles  Sweeney,  Henry  Wick,  Wm.  E.  Miller,  Hush  B. 
Wick,  Henry  W.  Collins,  and  Henry  L.  Scofield.  Also  an  entry  by  Cunningham 
in  his  own  behalf. 

These  are  pending  in  your  office  on  applications  for  patent.  In  a  recent  conversa- 
tion with  Mr.  Cunningham,  who  is  fully  informed  on  all  matters  past  and  all  future 
plans  of  hie  principals,  he  stated  that  it  had  always  been  the  hope  of  the  several  per- 
sons that  arrangements  might  be  effected  after  entry  for  the  joint  working  of  the  lands, 
and  that  since  entry  in  the  local  office  an  effort  had  been  made  by  him  to  secure  the 
formation  of  a  company  from  amongst  the  entrymen  for  the  purpose  of  developing  and 
operating  a  coal  mine  of  the  tracts  so  entered;  that  for  such  purpoce  a  meeting  of  such 
entrymen  was  recently  held  at  Spokane  and  a  committee  appointed  for  the  promotion 
of  such  an  organization  and  to  secure  the  transfer  of  the  various  holdings  to  a  trust 
company,  subject  to  the  perfection  of  such  plans;  that  such  is  now  in  course  of 
formation. 

At  different  dates  I  have  recommended  to  the  register  and  receiver,  Juneau,  the 
allowance  of  the  applications  of  the  above  entrymen.    I  believe  the  action  of  entry- 
men  toward  the  formation  of  a  company  pending  patent,  as  above  set  out,  to  be  allow- 
able under  the  law,  but  deem  it  proper  to  lay  the  information  before  you. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  K.  Love, 
Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Seattle,  August  10, 1907. 
Honorable  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  By  letter  dated  June  21,  1907,  Special  Agent  Horace  T.  Jones  was  instructed 
to  make  a  thorough  and  complete  investigation  of  certain  charges  contained  in  the 
letter  of  M.  S.  Duffield,  of  Valdez,  Alaska,  affecting  the  question  of  the  bona  fides  of 
certain  applications  to  enter  the  coal  lands  of  Alaska. 

Special  Agent  Jones  on  June  27,  1907,  addressed  a  letter  to  M.  S.  Duffield,  then 
said  to  be  at  Ely,  Nev.,  asking  Mr.  Duffield  for  further  particulars  regarding  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  his  said  charges.  The  answer  of  Mr.  Duffield,  dated  July  17,  1907,  is 
hereto  attached  and  marked  "Exhibit  A.1' 

After  a  trip  to  the  United  States  land  office  at  Juneau,  Alaska,  Mr.  Jones  came  to 
Seattle,  Wash.,  with  a  complete  list  of  all  coal-land  filings  in  the  United  States  land 
office  at  Juneau  made  to  the  date  of  Mr.  Jones's  departure  for  Seattle.  The  said 
application  of  filings,  number  523,  33  of  which,  in  the  group  hereinafter  referredi  to 
as  the  "Cunningham  group,"  have  had  entry  made  upon  them. 

On  July  22,  1907,  Mr.  H.  K.  Love,  special  agent  of  the  General  Land  Office,  was 
directed  verbally  by  the  honorable  commissioner  to  join  with  Mr.  Jones  in  the  inves- 
tigation of  the  matters  herein  referred  to.  Mr.  Love  attended  to  the  Seattle  portion 
of  the  investigation  and  Mr.  Jones  to  the  part  covered  by  the  work  done  in  Spokane, 
Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg. 
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After  conferring  on  several  different  dates  with  the  honorable  commissioner  it  was 
decided  that  it  would  be  sufficient  for  the  time  being  to  take  statements  from  two  or 
three  persons  representing  each  "group"  of  entries  and  in  any  way  obtain  a  general 
idea  of  how  far  the  parties  taking  coal  lands  in  Alaska  were  complying  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  law  with  respect  to  the  manner  of  obtaining  title  thereto. 

Since  beginning  the  investigation  we  have  taken  about  25  statements  from  the 
different  persons  representing  the  aforesaid  "groups,"  and  the  said  statements  are 
hereto  attached  ana  made  a  part  of  this  report  and  will  be  enumerated  herein  by 
numbers  of  exhibits  referring  to  said  groups: 

M.  A.  Green  group.— See  Exhibits  Nos.  1  to  7,  inclusive. 

E.  J.  Rathbone  group.See  Exhibits  Nos.  8  and  9. 

C.  II.  Doughton  group.See  Exhibits  10,  11,  and  12. 

/.  R .  Young  group  .-—See  Exhibits  13  and  14. 

W.  N.  Letcher  group.— See  Exhibit  No.  15. 

Frank  Watson  group.See  Exhibit  No.  16. 

James  T.  Royles  group. -See  Exhibit  No.  17. 

Chesum  group.See  Exhibit  No.  18. 

A.  II.  Steacy  group.See  Exhibit  No.  19  and  Exhibit  20. 

C.  Cunningham  group.See  Exhibit  No.  21. 

James  Wardell  group. — See  Exhibit  22  and  Exhibit  23. 

Christopher  and  Simmonds  group. — See  Exhibit  No.  24. 

A.  B.  Hunt  group.See  Exhibit  No.  25. 

The  "groups11  represented  by  the  following  agents  will  not  be  reported  on  in  this* 
report,  for  the  reason  that  the  individuals  making  up  the  said  groups  reside  without 
the  vicinity  of  Seattle,  Portland,  or  Spokane;  and  it  was  thought  that  a  sufficient 
amount  of  data  could  be  secured  from  these  persons  who  were  nearer  headquarters 
to  enable  the  agents  in  this  investigation  to  moke  a  showing  in  the  matter  that  would 
result  in  further  investigations  of  all  the  entries  or  applications. 

The  "groups"  referred  to  above  are: 
L.  A.  Thurston  group. 
John  W.  Hartline  group. 
Torger  A.  Feed  group. 
Robert  A.  Foster  group. 
A.  E.  Dickerman  group. 
George  Ilarkrader  group. 
A.  F.  Runnclls  group. 
N .  E.  Smith  group. 

Jn  addition  to  the  foregoing  groups  there  are  a  number  of  filings  which  appear  to  have 
been  made  by  the  individual  person. 

While  taking  the  statement  of  J.  K.  Young,  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  he  said  that  the  Chris* 
top  her  claims  were  in  a  pool  or  combine,  and  that  a  notary  public  in  Alaska,  named 
Hamilton,  had  made  out  filing  papers  and  powers  of  attorney  in  the  names  of  persons 
who  did  not  realize  that  their  names  were  being  used  for  that  purpose  and  knew 
nothing  of  the  matter.  The  Christopher  group  and  the  Simmonds  group  appear  to 
be  under  the  same  management. 

In  a  search  for  one  S  R.  Blonger,  located  by  George  Simmonds,  agent,  it  was  learned 
that  he,  Blonger.  had  moved  to  Denver,  Colo.,  but  his  street  address  could  not  be 
found.  A  Mrs.  Dickson,  with  whom  Blonger  formerly  roomed  here  in  Seattle,  Wash., 
a  negress,  stated  that  she  had  heard  Blonger  talk  of  his  coal  claim;  that  he  belonged 
to  some  sort  of  club;  and  that  all  the  members  of  the  club  had  coal  claims  and  handled 
them  on  shares.  These  claims  are  in  Alaska:  that  Blonger  went  down  three  or  four 
times  to  sign  some  papers  in  connection  with  nis  coal  claim. 

E.  House,  located  by  E.  G.  Rathbone,  agent,  stated  that  he  knows  nothing  of  his 
claim  more  than  that  he  has  paid  about  $100,  and  that  he  will  get  stock  from  the 
Anglo-American  Coal  and  Coke  Company  after  a  while;  that  George  H.  Hill,  Fred 
Stanley,  and  H.  L.  Pittock  are  at  the  head  of  the  said  coal  company;  that  he  trusted 
the  entire  management  of  the  coal  claim  with  the  aforesaid  gentlemen. 

Ignatius  Mullen,  son  of  the  receiver  of  the  United  States  land  office  at  Juneau, 
Alaska,  was  located  on  a  coal  claim  in  Alaska  by  Clarence  Cunningham.  Mullen, 
senior,  states  that  he  has  put  about  $3,000' into  his  son's  claim,  but  1  think  he  claims 
that  this  money  is  by  way  of  a  loan  to  said  son.  A  statement  will  be  taken  from  the 
son  when  he  can  be  found,  and  one  from  Mullon,  senior,  when  Mr.  11.  K.  Love,  special 
agent,  returns  to  Juneau,  which  will  establish  the  good  or  bad  faith  of  this  coal-land 
filing  of  Ignatius  Mullen. 

A  complete  list  of  all  filings  made  up  to  the  time  of  the  departure  of  Special  Agent 
Jones  from  Juneau,  Alaska,  about  July  17,  1907,  will  bo  forwarded  in  a  short  time 
with  as  many  street  addresses  of  locators  as  can  be  secured. 
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In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  majority  of  the  statements  taken  in  this  matter  seem  to 
indicate  that  the  lands  which  are  subject  to  this  investigation  appear  to  have  been 
taken  under,  to  say  the  least,  a  misapprehension  of  the  rights  of  the  parties  to  combine 
and  locate  together  under  one  financial  arrangement,  it  is  respectfully  recommended 
that  a  strict  investigation  be  further  made  of  each  and  every  locator's  connection  with 
other  locators  in  the  groups  above  mentioned. 

This  is  particularly  necessary  in  the  matter  of  the  locations  made  by  Christopher, 
Simmons,  Dough  ton,  Stracey,  and  Chezum. 

Respectfully,  Horace  Tillard  Jones, 

Special  Agent,  General' Land  Office. 


Department  or  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Portland,  Oreg.,  August  13, 1907. 
Honorable  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  Referring  to  my  investigation  of  certain  coal-land  applications  for  land  in 
Alaska,  I  have  the  following  list  of  names  with  the  city  and  state  address  of  the  appli- 
cant for  use  by  your  office  in  a  further  investigation  of  frauds  in  coal  lands  in  Alaska: 

Spokane,  Wash. 


Applicant's  name. 

D.B.No. 

Name  of  agent. 

Anderson,  Andrew 

406 
406 
491 
492 
493 
494 
483 
478 
480 
487 
4fl0 
465 
466 
474 
461 
481 
489 
460 
490 
472 
475 
497 
462 
467 
482 
463 
488 
468 
477 
476 
470 
471 
473 
495 
464 
196 
197 
198 
191 
101 
175 
163 
171 
183 
185 
182 
180 
167 
165 
521 
372 
374 
369 
376 

Domftton,  C.  R. 

Boyd,  Geo.  W 

Jacobs,  Fred 

Do. 

Oe  iter,  Chris  D 

Do. 

Oeh  ler ,  A  rth  ur  J 

Do. 

Oehler,  John  E 

Do. 

Telherlll,  King 

Do. 

Bin*.  Christina  F 

Do. 

Boettscher,  Win.  F 

Do. 

Brown.  Wllhemlna 

Do. 

Capell.  Walter  D * 

Do. 

Collin,  Ceo.  H 

Do. 

Duel  ier,  Jos 

Do. 

Dunn,  Wm.  L 

Do. 

Evans,  Mrs.  Francis  A 

Do. 

C Im m 111,  Louis C 

Do. 

Hay  hurst.  Laura 

Do. 

Kales,  Martin  J 

Do. 

Loom  Is,  Adnah  I 

Do. 

Lud  wig.  Carrie 

Do. 

Martin.  8am uel  L 

Do. 

Moor,  Arthur  H 

Do. 

M  ud  sett .  Geo  

Do. 

Mueller,  Pauline 

Do. 

Mueller,  Godfred  U 

Do. 

Murphy,  Jos.  M 

Do. 

Pal  mer ,  G  ran  t 

Do. 

Peck,  Milton  L 

Do. 

Peters,  Lincoln  M .■ 

Do. 

Peterson,  Crist  ina 

Do. 

Peterson,  Lawrence 

Do. 

8engfelder,  Fred 

Do. 

Bene felder,  John 

Do. 

Wonerman,  Geo.  J 

Do. 

Wolferman.  Martin 

Do. 

Mclntyre.  Mrs.  Mabel  B *. 

Chezum,  8.  C. 

Murphy,  T.  Waldo 

Do. 

Watson,  Frank 

Do. 

Burdridge,  Fred 

Cunningham,  C. 
Do. 

Campbell,  A.  B 

Cunningham ,  Jno.  0 

Do. 

Doneen,  Michael 

Do. 

Finch,  Jno.  A 

Do. 

Jones,  Arthur  D 

Do. 

Do. 

Neal,  Jos.  H 

Do. 

Do. 

Riblett,  BvronC 

Do. 

Do. 

Baty,  T.  J 

La beree,  R.J 

Thurston,  L.  A. 
Watson,  Frank. 
Do. 

Do. 

Strickland,  Item 

Do. 
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The  following  addresses  are  in  different  parts  of  the  State  of  Washington: 


Applicant. 


Robinson,  Knight 

Chezum,  F.  O 

Chezum.  L.  E 

Baker,  W.  W 

Clark.  Jas.  F 

Collins.  H.  W 

Dahlgren,  Walfred 

Davidson,  Fred  C 

Doyle.  Miles 

Babied,  Geo.  8 

Doyle,  Patrick , 

Lewi.  B.  F 

Leed,  Deile 

Lecper,  Leon  D , 

Llnusley,  A.  L , 

Long.  Dare 

Mart  erson,  Michael  L.. 

Miller,  Matt 

Moore,  Frank  A 

Moore,  Miles  C. 

Morrow,  M 

Patterson,  Milo 

Peters.  Jas 

Rothwdl.Wm 

Rouse,  Alvin  O 

Smith,  Minnie  V 

Bwanson,  Swan 

WUloughby,  Adeline  C. 

WUloughby,  F.  A 

WUloughby,  Jos.  K..... 
WUloughby,  BarahC... 

Cable,  Harry  E 

Christopher,  Thomas . . . 

Thurston,  A.  L 

Poston,  N 

Christopher.  E.  A.  D... 

Falrchlld,  Emily  C 

Falrchlld,  Geo.  F 

Foster,  Katherine  L.... 


Foster,  Mary  R 

Robinson,  M.L 

Roessner,  Henry  W.. 

Smith,  Ella  W 

Wells,  Edwin  M 

White,  R.  A 

White,  Carrie 

White,  Mrs.  Anna.... 
Thompson,  Georgians 
Scofield,  Andrew  L. . . 

Jones,  Minerva  F 

Goodwin,  W.  L 

Barber,  R.  S 

Barber,  E.  L 

Alisky,  Lucille 

Alisky.Chas 

Dickerson,  Addle  M.. 
Dlckerson,  Frank  A . . , 
Dickerson ,  Nancy  M . . 
Mayher,  Josephine  C. . 

Wyman,  Walter 

Wyman,  Arthur 

Mc II home,  Arthur  J.. 

Powell,  Jno.  H 

Capp,  Frank  N 

Deufour,  Frank  D 

Haeden,  Thos.  M 

Howard,  N 

Hyde,  Arvenc  S 

Jones,  Rich.  E 

Kelly,  Fred  T 

Leyans,  Fred  B 

McCready.H.A 

McFarlane.  F.  L 

Maxwell,  Franks.... 

Moore,  Levering 

Poole,  Wm.  H 

Nolan,  P.  M 

Rundell,  Miller  H.... 

Root,  F.J 

Shaw,  Jos.  J 

Skinner,  Harvey  B 

,TfChas.W... 


D.S. 


486 
195 
140 
173 

20 
164 
120 
1GG 

19 

25 

13 
103 
101 

23 
188 
484 
218 

15 
17« 
172 

85 
485 

21 
6 

31 
350 
119 
515 
513 
8 
514 
390 
228 
622 
124 
222 
393 
3*9 
394 

392 
380 
395 
388 
220 
104 
82 
100 
108 
157 
457 
444 
259 
2tS0 
301. 
3ti5 
453 
452 
450 
409 
454 
459 
455 
450 
3S4 
407 
382 
402 
385 
387 
152 
39G 
391 
401 
381 
405 
400 
406 
404 
399 
383 
408 
403 


Agent. 


Doughton,  C.  H.. 

Chezum,  S.  C 

do 

Cunningham,  C. 

<*) 
Cunningham,  C.« 

(?) 
Cunningham,  C. 


Oreen 
....do 


Si 

„M.(2 


(!) 

Young,  J.  R 

Doughton,  C.  H... 
Christopher,  C... 

(T) 
Cunningham,  C... 

do.TfTT. 

Green,  M.  A < 

Doughton,  C.  H... 

h) 

(*) 

(?) 
Feed,  Torger  A..... 
WUloughby,  O.  L. 

do , 

....do 

do 

Foster,  R.  A , 

Christopher,  C 

Thurston,  L.  A..., 

Young,  J.  R < 

Christopher,  C... 

Foster,  11.  A 

....do 

....do 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


nhei 

Green,  M.  A 

....do 

....do 

....do 

Cunningham,  C. 

Green,  M.  A 

do. 


Stracv,  A.  H.... 

....do 

Green 

<!o 

Dicker  man,  A.  E 

....do 

....do 

Green,  M.  A.... 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Foster,  It.  A 

do 

do 

....do 

do 

do 

Chezum.  S.  C... 
Foster,  R.  A.... 

do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

do 

....do 

....do 

....do.... 

....do... 

....do .... 


Address. 


Deer  Park,  Wash. 
Pierce  Co.,  Wash. 
Tacoma,  Wash. 
Walla  Walla,  Wash. 
Clallam,  Wash. 
Rockford,  Wash. 
Wilsoncreek,  Wash. 
Oaksdale,  Wash. 
Sidney,  Wash. 
Tacoma,  Wash. 
Sidney,  Wash. 
Lakeside,  Wash. 

Do. 
Ballard,  Wash. 
Bridgefleld. 
Deer  Park,  Wash. 
Grand  Mound,  Wash. 
Ballard.  Wash. 
Walla  Walla,  Wash, 

Do. 
North  Bend,  Wash. 
Plaza,  Wash. 
Reedville,  Wash. 
Tacoma,  Wash. 
Ballard,  Wash. 
KettleFaUs. 
Ballard.  Wash. 
735  Wilbert  street,  Port  Townsend,  Wash. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
1068  Washington  street,  Oakland,  CaL 
San  Diego,  Cal. 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
San  Francisco,  CaL 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
1008  Washington  street,  Oakland,  CaL 

Do. 
707  West  Twenty-eighth  street,  Los  a 
Cal. 

Do. 
1068  Washington  street,  Oakland,  CaL 

Do. 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
Oakland,  Cal. 
Los  Angeles,  CaL 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
1044  West  Forty-fifth  street,  Los  Angeles,  CaL 
Pasadena,  Cal. 
Los  Angeles,  Cal. 
San  Jose,  Santa  Clara  County,  CaL 

Do. 
Santa  Cruz. 

Do. 
Wlnsted,  Conn. 

Do. 

Do. 
Bridgeport.  Conn. 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
302  East  Fifty-fifth  street,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-119  Monroe  street,  Chicago. 
5752  Madison  avenue,  Chicago. 
It.  1105-119  Monroe  street.  Chicago, JU. 
4204  Oakenwald  avenue,  Chicago. 
12i>  Wlnthrop  street,  Chicago. 
Chicago  or  Baker  City,  III. 
01  Plymouth  street,  Chicago. 
5919  wabash  avenue,  Chicago. 
3G2  East  Fifty-seventh  street,  Chicago. 
4058  Ridge  avenue,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-119  Monroe  street,  Chicago. 
Gl  Plymouth  street,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-119  Monroe  street,  Chicago. 

Do. 

Do. 
32  Walton  place,  Chicago. 
R.  1105-119  Monroe  street.  Chicago. 
387  West  Twenty-third  place,  Chicago. 
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Applicant. 

D.8. 

Agent. 
Foster,  R.A 

Address. 

Trumbull.  Chas 

396 

397 
217 
2)1 
230 
323 
335 
298 
338 
318 
286 
373 
324 
287 
317 
294 
294 
289 
328 
315 
336 
32ft 
276 
325 
291 
410 
288 
337 
332 
292 
834 
320 
290 
329 
319 
322 
296 
295 
35t 
380 
44.5 
351 
377 
378 
411 
342 
295 
412 
317 
316 
333 
330 
339 
321 
311 
293 
340 
379 
300 
327 
438 
441 
415 
297 
439 
442 
416 
414 
417 
443 
299 
623 
226 
413 
440 
121 
161 
451 
409 

179 
153 
174 
3 
355 
132 

R.  1105-119  Monroe  street,  Chicago. 
Do. 

Thomas.  Burton 

do 

Appleton.H.M 

Bedlent,  Sarah  E 

Christopher 

Am  boy,  I1L 
Sublette,  IIL 

do 

•Christopher,  Geo.  W.... 
Wright,  H 

do 

Watson,  Frank 

do 

Am  boy,  IIL 

Chicago,  HL 

Do. 

Wood.Chas.  B 

Wallenberg.  H 

Wandtke,  Walter  F.... 

do 

Do. 

do 

Do. 

Walters,  L.  C 

Vivian,  E.  H 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 

Ver  Mehr,  Jno.  M 

Tuthlll,  Lois  W 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 

Turplnk,  E.  A 

Tromell,  Ernest  H 

do 

Do. 

do 

Do. 

Thompson,  F.  R 

Thompson,  F.  L 

Thompson,  C.  E 

Spurr,  B.  H 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Seward,  J.  F 

Do. 

Seward,  Geo.  M 

Do. 

Schultz,  R.  C 

do 

Do.- 

Randall,  E.  M 

Peterson,  L.W 

Oakley.  Horace  8 

Noe,  ElzerC 

Green,  M.  A 

Watson,  Frank 

do 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

.....do 

Do. 

Naumes,  J.  P 

.....do 

Do. 

Musson,  Harry 

do 

Do. 

Munroe,  Fayette  S 

Mullen.  Arthur  J 

Miller  Geo.  W 

do 

Do. 

do 

do 

. do 

Do. 
Do. 

Merilies,  F.  C 

Do. 

Merilles.C.  M 

do 

do 

Do. 

McCabe  Jos.  E 

Do. 

Knight,  F.C 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Hartline,  Jno.  W 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Do. 

Kinahan,  Reverend 

Kllman.  W.  A 

Do. 
Do. 

Just,  Frank  H 

Do. 

Hartline,  Willis  A 

Hartllne,  Jasper  L 

Hartline,  Homer  0 

Hartline,  E.  Ella 

Hartline.  C.W 

Anna,  Ql. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Hartline,  Benj.  F 

Griffin,  Wm/V 

Do. 

Watson,  Frank 

do 

Chicago,  111. 
Do. 

Geraghty,  K.  L 

Gail,  E.S 

do 

Do. 

Frost,  A.  C 

do 

.....do 

Do. 

Frommel.  E.  H 

Do. 

Flndley.  H.M 

do 

do 

Do. 

Drum,  A.  L 

Do. 

Drake  Lee 

do 

do 

Do. 

Des  Jardines,  E.  L 

Do. 

Davidson,  S.  H 

Davison,  A .  Allen ...... 

<5ook,  Wm.C 

do 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Coale,  Henry  K 

do 

Do. 

•Casper,  Oscar  H 

Arnold.  Blon  J 

nartline,  Jno.  W 

Watson,  Frank 

do 

Anna.  HI. 

Chicago,  HI. 

Do. 

Allen,  Fred  H 

Scott,  Lee 

do 

Do. 

Riehey,  Webster  8 

Jewett,  Fred  E 

do 

Do. 

do 

Do. 

Hoy.E.R 

do 

Do. 

Hageman,  M.  L 

Doran,  M.  A 

do 

do 

Do. 
Do. 

Clark,  Lewis  A 

do 

Do. 

Burt.  Frank  E 

do..» 

do 

Do. 

Bingham,  A.  L 

Do. 

Ball,  W.C 

do 

Do. 

Ball,  Geo.  A 

do 

Do. 

Thurston,  E.  E 

Shoemaker,  Jennie 

Fitzgerald,  Joseph 

Lincoln,  Chas.  F 

Thurston,  L.  A 

Christopher,  C 

Watson,  Frank 

do 

Union,  Me. 
Adrian,  Mich. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Hennepin  Co.,  Minn. 

Asbjorson,  Elsie 

Dougherty,  Chas 

Dlckerman,  Ells.  R 

Jordan,  Walter  R 

Torger,  Fred  A 

Cherum.S.  C 

Dickerman,  E.  A 

Foster,  R.  A 

Alpena',  Mich.' 

Goldfleld,  Nev. 

Horsehead,  N.  Y. 

No.  1 1  Broadway,  New  York,  the  Apex  Son 

ment  Co. 
Elyria,  Ohio. 

Williamson  Building,  Cleveland.  Ofelo. 
Elyria,  Ohio. 
Pittsburg,  Pa. 

Wick,  Henry 

Cunningham,  C 

do 

do 

do 

Hartline.  J.  W 

Young,  J.  R 

Warner,  W.  H 

Miller,  Wm.  E 

Steel,  Jno.  A 

Hartline,  H.E 

Tlernan,  A.  K 

Dallas,  Tex. 
Salt  Lake,  Utah. 
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Applicant. 


Young,  W.H 

Stracey,  A.  H 

Yeates.J.  H 

Gray,  Chas.  D 

Abernalhy,  W.  S 

Tallefson,  Lars 

Thurston,  L.  A 

Roust,  Thomas 

Nowell,  F.  D 

MacDonald,  D.  L 

Lorentzon,  Martin 

Jessen,  A.  F 

Johnson,  Richard  A. . 

Hudson,  N.  R 

Hughes,  K.  H 

Garvey,  Dan  D 

Dickerman,  A.  E 

DesRocher,  O.  F 

Davis,  A.  L 

Decker,  Jay  M 

Cunningham,' K.  J.... 

White,  Harry 

Page,  Alfred 

Moore,  Fred  Cushlng. 

Jones,  OrvlUeD 

Johnson,  Frank  F 

Jenkinds,  Francis 

Cunningham,  C 

Batting,  Will  H 

Morrison,  H.J 

Cornelious,  C.  W 

HurlbutfW.H 

Lindsley,  A.  A 

Lindsley,  C.  T 

BruneaUjCT 

Albky,C.A 

Alisky,C.F 

Brown,  D.  H 

Cartwright,  C.  M 

Crosman,  A.  B 

Crosman,  L.  M 

Donohoe,  C.  R 

Donohoe,  H.W 

Donohoe,  8.  T 

Hammond,  I.  B 

Lindsley.  M.P 

MeFarland,  E.  B 

McFarland,  M.  E 

Metschan.Phll 

Morrow,  F.  A 

Plttock.H.L 

Frescott,  C.  H 

flchmeer,  Fred 

Watson,  Mrs.  J.  F.... 

Weldler,  Geo.  W 

Woodard,C.  II 

Barber,  8.  J 

House,  E 

Mack,  J.  O 

Rogers.  J.  R 

Clark,  Lewis  Q 

Eshleman,  J.  F 4 

Grant,  H.N. . ' 

Kopf,Chas.H 

Mason,  A.  B 

Page,  F.  II 

Stanley.  F.  O 

Booth,  Henry  B 

Hartllne,E.  F 

Anderson,  Robt 

Blair,  Joseph 

Blonger,  8.  R 

Brooke,  Frank 

Brown,  B.S 

Cosgrove,  Ed 

Cox,  Fred  R 

Dearer,  Jas 

Devere,  Wm 

Dunlap.Jas.  W 4 

Edwards,  Alfred . 

Fredlund,  Jos.  E 

Gates,  Oldham 

Gibson,  H.  E 

Guy.O.O 

Hartlg,  Geo 

Henderaon,  Thoa.  M. 


D.8. 


186 

27 
261 

11 
187 
143 
145 
191 
114 
519 
137 
144 

56 
511 
146 
345 
346 
116 
147 
155 
344 
169 
184 
168 
154 
178 
155 
156 
170 

91 
129 
130 
127 
128 
201 
109 
259 
281 
363 

83 
105 
360 
458 
356 

90 
277 
230 
357 

90 
112 
284 
102 
362 
110 
278 
280 
446 
448 
449 
447 
503 
502 
505 
504 
506 
500 
501 

29 
354 
352 
352 
424 
419 
304 
429 
436 
437 
306 
425 
312 
311 
422 
430 
302 
307 
301 


Agent 


Young,  J.  R. 

....do 

Stracey,  A.  H 

(?) 
Green,  M.  A.. 

(? 

(?. 
(?) 
(?). 
(?)  . 
(?) 
Ilarkrader,  Gjbo 

(?)  , 
Cheium(?) 

(?) 
(?) 

Chezum  (?)  j... 
Ilarkrader,  Geo 
Cunningham;  C 

do. 

do, 

do 

do 

do, 

do. 

.....do 

do, 

Green,  M.  A.; 

Young,  J.  R.j.... 

!!!!!do;;;""X" 

do J.... 

Christopher,  0... 
Green,  M.  A4... 

do i 

do }.... 

do J.... 

do 4.... 

do J.... 

do I... 

..do \.  .. 

do J.... 

do J — 

do 

.....do.. 

do.. 

do ;.. 

do X. 

do « 


■1* 


r- 


EE 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


do 

do i 

Rath  bone,  E.J... 

...do 

...do 

.  .do 

Willoughby,  C.  L. 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

HartlIne,J.  W.... 

.do 

Slmonds,  Geo. 

....do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

....do 

.  .do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

...do 

...do 

....do 

....do 


Address 


Linden,  w.  Va. 

London,  England. 

Kitsap  Co.,  Wash. 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?)• 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

(?) 

Wallace,  Idaho. 

Do. 
Wardner,  Idaho. 
Wallace,  Idaho. 

Do. 

Do. 
Moscow,  Idaho. 
Wallace,  Idaho. 

Do. 
561  Hoyt  street,  Portland. 
718  Wayne  street,  Portland. 
Portland. 

Do. 

Do 

Do. 
251  Washington  street,  Portland. 

Do. 
104  Fourth  street,  Portland. 
Room  506  McKay  Building.  Portland. 
215  Seventh  street,  Portland. 
Room  506  McKay  Building.  Portland. 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Do. 
Portland,  Oreg. 
128  Grand  avenue,  Portland. 
Portland. 
506  McKay  Building,  Portland. 

Do. 
Imperial  Hotel.  Portland. 
Wamic.  Oreg. 

Oregonian  Building,  Portland. 
Portland,  Oreg. 
Pendleton,  Oreg. 
Portland.  Oreg. 
616  Love/oy  street,  Portland. 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Do. 
Portland,  138  Fourth  street. 
Portland,  83  Third  street. 
Portland,  90  hirst  street. 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Do. 
Portland ,  228  Chamber  of  Commerce. 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Fourth  and  Morrison.  Portland. 
120  Front  street,  Portland. 
801  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Portland. 
Grants  Pass,  Oreg. 
Rossland,  Kootenai  Co.,  British  Columbia. 

Do. 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Seattle,  h  Irst  avenue,  corner  Flames. 
Seattle,  Wash. 
Seattle,  518  Pike  street. 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle,  1023  Union  street. 
Seattle,  560  John  street. 
Seattle,  713  Twenty-seventh  street. 
Seattlo,  218  Fourth  avenue. 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Do. 


Do. 
Do. 
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Applicant. 


Hunt,  Dubar 

Kimball.  F.  D 

Kroger,  F.  15 

Landon,  W.J 

Mckenzie,  CD 

If  alone,  IS 

Morristelte,  L.  N 

O'Brien.  Jas.  8 

Penny,  L.  W 

Phillips,  Fred.  II 

Pralt.  iiarry  A 

Reunion,  P.J 

Runnels,  H.  B 

Bcij^movpr,  L.  D 

Smith,  i;ro.  F 

T«irney,  J  as, 

WaUh  I 

Brook,  Wm.  J 

Brook,  L. 

Dlnlui,  Lilian 

liusfMl.  Marry 

U:iri  rnjfi,  J    P.. 

Letffhef,  W.  N 

Morrill,  1IG 

NoJJtJ.  U 

Rflur,  J.  W 

Beagrove,  A.  A 

Be&grovt.  It.  A 

Bhaft>r,JC 

81m  mods,  A.  B 

filinmad^  If.  P 

tSlmmods,  Geo 

bimiuuus,  a.  J 

Simtnods,  Harriet 

Weeks,  Cecil 

Weeks,  K.  D 

Bassett.E.  A 

Bryant.  C.  A 

Clark,  Arthur 

Brei  tens  tela,  T.  C 

Bredenburg,  Albln 

Hesse,  Udo 

Stmthers,  F 

Bammels,  Geo 

Runnels.  A.  F 

Redly,  John 

Prenait,  A 

Munday,  F.  K 

Mahoney,  R.  O 

Hunt,  A.  B 

Hlrth,  J.  L 

Henry,  H.  C 

Smith,  Chas.  J 

Nelson,  N.  B 

Moore,  Walter  B 

Cole.  I.  L 

Hoick,  OleM 

Harper,  F.  C 

Hamlin,  Sarah  N 

Hamlin,  P.  D r 

Grlmn.O 

Green,  M.  A 

Green, Cora 

Chilbcrg,  J.  E 

Chilbere.  A.  M 

Campbell,  S.  M 

Brawlcy.  A.  F 

Allen,  Watson 

Al>ernathy,  W.  A... 

White.  J.  II 

White.  G.  W.  II 

Wheeler,  Dannie  T.. 

Wallace,  John 

Turner,  Lester 

Tottem,  B.  T 

Tottem,  A.  M 

Bimlson,  J.  R 

Runkel,  P.  L 

Rlnehart,  W.  V 

Reyhurn,  n 

Mertens,  O.  W 

Klnnear,  R 

Hollenbech,  H.  O... 

Klnnear,  Chas 

Harrlmann,  H.  R... 
Davis,  Clark 


308 

435 

42fi 

432 

431 

428 

310 

434 

420 

309 

433 

30.1 

41» 

427 

423 

421 

305 

227 

21f. 

203 

2W 

2N 

239 

21.*, 

211 

202 

200 

210 

240 

204 

205 

20A 

207 

208 

213 

212 

SO 

512 

35 

14 

117 

0 

24 

10 

518 

32 

34 

343 

47 

42 

20 

159 

100 

158 

162 

150 

507 

87 

279 

113 

84 

89 

358 

59 

97 

282 

107 

98 

125 

60 

62 

364 

111 

283 

94 

92 

95 

98 

61 

88 

361 

93 

58 

100 

39 

45 


81mmonds,  Goo. 

do 

....do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

....do 

do 

....do 

do 

do 

do 

Christopher,  C. 

do 

do 

do 

do 

.....do 

do 

do 

do. 

do 

do 

do 

.....do..... 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do. 
....do. 


(?) 
(?) 
(?) 

h) 
If) 
(?) 

Cunningham,  C. 

do 

....do 

do 

Cheium,  S.  C... 
Feed,  Torger  A.. 

Green,  M.  A 

....do 

....do 

....do 

(?) 
Green,  M.  A.... 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

do 

do 


....do 

Hunt.  A.  B. 
....do 


Address. 


Seattle,  Wash. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 
8*attle,  Wash.,  1717 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Do! 

Da 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Da 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle,  Hailey  Bunding. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle,  Alaska  Building. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle,  Alaska  Building. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 
Do. 
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Applicant. 


D.8. 


Agent. 


Address. 


Davis,  Geo 

Davis,  Chas.  W 

rottcrrill.  0.  F 

Behrens,  A 

Bertram,  John 

Sautter,  Otto  E 

Mosley.J.  L 

Lydon,  T.J 

Lydon,  A.  J 

Fellts,  Fred 

Runnels,  Annie  E 

Fellts,  Fred 

Runnels.  Annie 

Heney,  P.  A 

Henev.M.J 

H amAtoii,  J.  M 

Hamilton,  Almira 

Haller,L.W 

Oottstein,  Wm 

Gardner.  J.  D 

Fulton,  W.  8 

Fry,  IzoraV 

Fry.A.C 

Emens,  8tacy  D 

Davison,  8.  K 

Cox,  R  S.,Jr 

Conway  J.  P 

Cohen,  A.  L 

Calhoun,  Scott 

Calhoun,  Grant 

Baxter,  Fred  II 

Wight,  M.F 

Trowbridge,  K.  F 

8tuver,J.M 

Stuver,  Chas 

Biegley,MabelA 

».em.e::::::::::: 

Ratchllffe,  E.  M 

Purdy,  P.  A 

Miller,  A.  C 

Mkldaugh.H 

Loghary,J.B 

Johnston,  W.R 

Johnston,  R.C 

HOI,  Homer  M 

Foote,  Oscar 

Foote,  E.E 

Hughes,  John 

Hughes,  D.  H 

Hughes,  A.  E 

Frink./.M 

Campbell,  John 

Bnrkf,  Matilda 

Campbell,  John 

Blethen.A.J 

Young.  J.  R 

Williams.  B.L 

Peaire,  W.  E 

ICoran,  Robt 

M arDougall.  J.  B 

Love,  Maud 

Brooks.  E.J 

Back,  A.  D 

Oaro,  J.  B 

Casey,  W.  W 

Dim,  Joe 

Gllrnfre.  P.J 

Goldstein,  Chas 

McNaughton,  Guy 

McTtoskey,  John 

McBride.J.C 

McCloskey.  Jas 

McGrath.C.M 

Malone,  Harry 

Margie,  E.J 

Mullen,  Anna  P 

Raymond,  R.J 

Saunders,  Robt.  M 

Sounder 

Woodruff,  T.O 

Rafhbone,  E.  J 

Powers,  M  J 

24801— vol  1 


620 
41 
44 

40 

46 

88 

87 

43 

235 

284 

237 

510 

230 

517 

240 

247 

209 

254 

208 

252 

258 

251 

2(36 

264 

274 

273 

271 

240 

244 

242 

275 

256 

248 

270 

265 

262 

263 

138 

267 

243 

272 

257 

245 

255 

241 

253 

250 

194 

193 

608 

610 

509 

190 

133 

139 

134 

141 

367 

142 

120 

140 

131 

368 

77 

75 

78 

76 

74 

80 

70 

68 

67 

63 

79 

06 

66 

81 

73 

65 

115 

69 

71 

371 


Hunt,  A.  B 

do 

do 

....do 

do 

do 

do , 

....do : 

Metcher,  W.  N.. 
do , 


do 

Runnels,  A.  F... 
Metcher,  W.N... 
Runnels,  A.  F... 

Stracey,  C.  A 

Stracey,  A.  H.... 

do 

do..- 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

....do 

do 

do.... 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

.....do 

.....do 

do 

Shlels,  Archie  W. 

Stracey,  A.  E 

do 

do 

do 

do. 

do. 


Stracey,  A.  H 

do 

.....do 

Ward  will,  James.. 

do 

White,  D.H 

White,  D.H 

Young,  J.  R 

do 

do 

do 

do. 


Young,  J.  R.. 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Smith,  N.E. 

do 

do 

do. ...... 

do 

do 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


..do. 
.do. 
.do. 
..do. 
.do. 


ft 


Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

DO. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 
8eattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do- 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Seattle, 

Do. 
Seattle, 

Da 

Da 
8eettle, 
8eattle, 
Seattle, 
Seattle, 

Do. 
Linden, 
Juneau. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 
Catalla, 

Do. 


Alaska  Building. 


Wash.,  Alaska  BnlkUna> 

Wash. 

Wash.,  2019  Sixth  i 

Wash. 


Wash.,  1008  Washington. 
Wash.,  305  Mutual  Life  Building. 
Wash.,  R. 
Wash.,  606  West  I 
Wash. 


Wash.,  *02  Sixteenth  avenue. 
Wash.,  719  Second  avenue. 
Wash.,  1422  East  Denny  way. 
Wash.,  1104  First  avenue  East 
Wash. 


W"sh.,  or  North  Yaktma,  Wa 
Wash. 


Wash.,  "The  Otto"  Apartments. 
Wash. 


Wash.,  Washington  Hotel 
Wash. 

Wash.,  234  Pionetr"Bandliis> 
Wash.  ^^ 

Wash.,  408  Wall  street 
Wash. 

Va. 


Alaska. 


.__10 23 
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Applicant. 


Hamilton.  J.  T 

Cunningham,  G.  It... 
Reynolds,  Jas.  A...  . 

0116X001,8.0 

Cary,  Frank 

Calhoun,  J.  J 

Brltton,  C.  O 

Wilson.  Clarence  P.. . 

Smith,  N.  K 

HubbeU,  Chas.  8 

Harkrader,  Geo ...... 

Brougbton,  Goo.  F . . . 

Whit*.  D.  L 

Warddcll,  Jas 

8tewart.  F.  H 

Smith,  New.  II 

8hiels,  Archie  W 

Peterson,  Peter  L 

Olds.  L.  A 

OdynskI,  Wm 

NIcholds.J.  K 

Mullen,  Ignatius 

Mucrcr,  Jacob 

Lind,  Fred 

Kontrosh,  Jos 

Jones,  Wm 

Gylan,  John 

Holland,  Lars 

Hartllne.  J.  W 

Harris,  Well.  8 

Greer,  Thos 

Greer,  Chas 

Ackles,  Frank 

Feed,  Torger  A 

Feater,  Henry 

Edkins,  Walter 

Davison,  J.  C 

Comner,  Chas 


D.8. 


23. 

:U8 

5 
US 
200 

57 
370 
219 

64 
314 

64 
347 

51 
192 
199 

50 
135 
123 
341 

12 

1 

I  HO 

17 

J  22 

4 

18 
2 

36 
349 
375 

53 

22 

16 
118 

48 

52 

28 

49 


Agent. 


Address. 


(?) 

Oatalla,  Alaska. 

(?) 

Do. 

(?) 

Do. 

(?) 

Do. 

Christopher,  C 

Do. 

Harkrader,  Geo 

Do. 

Willoughly,  O.  L 

Do. 

C  hrlstopher,  0 

Do. 

(?) 

Tannakke,  Alaska. 

Slmmoads.  Geo 

Wrangell,  Alaska. 
Juneau,  Alaska. 

IHekerman,  A.  R 

Do. 

(?) 

Katalla,  Alaska. 

(?) 

Do. 

(?) 

Do. 

(?) 

Kayak,  Alaska. 

(?) 

Katalla,  Alaska. 

(?) 
Warddell,  Jas 

Do. 
Juneau,  Alaska. 
Kayak,  Alaska. 

§ 

Katalla  or  Kayak.  Alaska. 

lil 

Ka-ak,  Alaska. 

Do. 

Feed,  Torpor  A 

Home  or  Katdla,  Masks 

do 

Ka\ak,  Alaska. 

(?) 
(?) 

Do. 

Do. 

(?) 

Do. 

Wftroson,  (rank 

Do. 

Knik.  Alaska. 

(?) 
(? 

Katalla,  Alaska. 

Kayak,  Alaska. 

(?) 

Katalla  or  Kayak,  Alaska. 

(?) 

Do, 

(?) 

Do. 

(?) 

Do. 

(?) 

Kavak,  Alaska. 

(?) 

Katalla,  Alaska. 

In  addition  to  the  list  of  applicants  sent  me  by  your  office,  June  21,  1907,  I  hare 
added  about  120  names  that  1  found  of  record  at  Juneau,  Alaska. 

From  the  talk  of  different  attorneys  and  individuals  interested  in  the  Alaska  coal 
lands',  I  feel  that  the  disposal  of  the  lands  all  tends  toward  one  direction,  and  that  U 
the  Guggenheim  companies.  The  papers  here  in  Portland,  Ore?.,  are  full  of  the  new* 
that  the  Guggenheims  are  constructing  railroads  near  Katalla,  Alaska,  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  out  the  oil,  minerals,  etc.,  and  there  is  an  advertisement  in  the  said:  paper* 
for  the  employment  of  2,000  men  to  go  to  Katalla,  Alaska,  and  work  for  the  Guggen- 
heims. 

On  the  eve  of  my  departure  from  Seattle,  Wash.,  I  met  M.  A.  Green,  one  of  the 
agents  handling  a  large  body  of  coal  lands  in  Alaska.  Green  said  that  he  had  put 
considerable  money  into  the  lands  located  by  C.  H.  Dough  ten,  and  that  Dough  ten  was 
going  to  sell  most,  if  not  all,  of  the  claims  located  by  individuals  to  individuals.  This 
may  be  true  that  the  law  allows  an  individual  to  make  an  assignment  of  his  claim,  but 
it  does  not  allow  one  man  to  locate  40  or  50  claims  for  as  many  people  and  advance  the 
money  for  the  development  and  improvements  of  the  land  for  the  sole  purpose  of  sell- 
ing the  claims  at  an  advance.  I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  any  rule  of  the  General 
Land  Office  or  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  that  allows  a  man  to  traffic  in  the  pub- 
lic lands  of  the  United  States  by  getting  others  to  loan  their  names  in  order  to  advance 
the  personal  interests  of  the  agents. 

I  would  therefore  again  recommend  that  these  entries  be  carefully  investigated  by 
an  experienced  and  fearless  agent. 

Very  respectfully,  Hobacb  Tillard  Jonea, 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office, 
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Department  of  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Portland,  Oreg.,  November  It,  1907, 
Qqumisbioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  By  your  wire  dated  October  28,  1907,  you  directed  me  to  proceed  to  Seattle 
and  investigate  the  protests  filed  by  W.  M.  Bruner  and  P.  J.  Erussard,  both  of  said 
protests  affecting  the  sufficiency  of  soldier's  additional  application  No.  69,  made  Feb* 
ruary  20,  1906,  by  Charles  Davis,  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  as  assignee  of  George  Bell,  at 
Juneau,  Alaska.    The  protest  of  Bruner  also  states  that — 

"It  is  a  matter  of  common  report  and  alleged  knowledge  that  Special  Agent  Love, 
of  the  Land  Department,  is  the  owner  of  one  or  more  of  said  lots,  and  is  holding  the 
same  either  in  his  own  name  or  that  of  his  wife;  hence  he  is  interested  party  and  not 
competent  to  make  an  unbiased  report  on  a  protest  filed  against  said  entry.  ' 

I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  on  October  29, 1907, 1  proceeded  to  Seattle  and  inves- 
tigated the  case  as  far  as  possible  in  that  city.  I  interviewed  Charles  D.  Davis,  son 
of  Clark  Davis,  and  secured  his  affidavit,  a  copy  of  which  is  hereto  attached.  I  also 
interviewed  W.  G.  Rogers  and  Walter  French.  They  all  speak  in  the  highest  terms 
of  Special  Agent  Love,  and  from  what  they  state  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  insinua- 
tions made  against  the  said  soldier's  additional  application  can  not  be  sustained  by 
the  facts.  I  presented  the  said  protests  to  the  United  StateH  attorney,  who  is  of  the 
opinion  that  prosecution  under  amended  Revised  Statute,  4746,  could  not  be  main- 
tained against  Bruner,  since  his  charges  are  based  upon  "common  report  and  alleged 
knowledge."    (Paragraph  5  of  his  protest.) 

The  charges  against  the  sufficiency  of  the  application  should  be  investigated  by  a 
special  agent  upon  the  ground.  While  the  affidavits  hereto  attached  would  indicate 
that  the  protests  are  unfounded  and  are  false,  still  the  persons  making  said  affidavits 
are  vitally  interested  in  the  case. 

Further  investigation  can  not  be  made  in  the  States.  The  papers  transmitted  by 
you  in  your  letter  to  Special  Agent  Higby,  dated  September  30,  1907,  are  herewith 
returned. 

fr  Mr.  H.  R.  Harriman,  attorney  for  Clark  Pa  vis,  was  absent  at  the  time  of  my  visit  to 
Seattle,  and  from  letters  received  from  him  I  find  that  he  has  no  information  in  the 
premises. 

In  investigating  this  case  I  find  that  Clark  Davis  and  his  associates  are  the  owners 
of  the  Katalla  Petroleum  and  Coal  Company,  who  are  endeavoring  to  secure  large 
tracts  of  coal  lands  near  Katalla,  Alaska,  and  from  my  conversation  with  young 
Mr.  Davis  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  thd  company  are  endeavoring  to  acquire  more 
coal  land  than  they  are  entitled  to  under  the  law.  At  the  time  I  endeavored  to  secure 
an  affidavit  from  young  Mr.  Davis  in  regard  to  their  coal  claims,  but  he  refused  to 
make  any,  stating  that  during  your  visit  to  Seattle  last  summer  the  matter  had  been 
thoroughly  explained  to  you  and  that  you  had  advised  them  not  to  make  any  state- 
ment until  charges  had  been  made,  in  order  that  you  would  know  what  they  had  to 
meet.  Mr.  Davis  had  undoubtedly  misquoted  you  in  this  respect,  or  they  failed  to 
give  you  all  the  facts  in  the  case.  I  would  therefore  respectfully  recommend  that  if 
it  is  desired  that  I  further  investigate  these  protests  that  I  also  be  authorized  to  thor- 
oughly investigate  the  coal-land  filings  and  entries  made  by  the  said  Clark  Davis  and 
his  associates. 

Very  respectfully,  L.  R.  Glavis. 

Chief  of  Field  Division. 

December  12,  1907,  commission  approved  entry  for  patent  without  further  inves- 
gation. 


Washington,  D.  C,  December  28, 1907. 
Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Sir:  While  you  were  on  duty  in  this  office  during  the  current  month  yoti  were  sup- 
plied with  a  complete  copy  of  all  papers,  records,  and  files  bearing  upon  the  charges 
of  irregularity  in  reference  to  the  entry  and  acquisition  of  coal  lands  within  the  district 
of  Alaska,  and  you  were  directed  to  take  over  the  investigation  of  these  alleged  irregu- 
larities and  take  the  action  necessary  in  each  instance  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
Government  in  the  Alaska  land:  and  you  were  likewise  directed  to  take  up  with  the 
proper  United  States  attorney  tne  question  of  criminal  proceedings  against  any  par- 
ties liable  under  the  law. 
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The  original  charges  that  coal  lands  were  being  illegally  acquired  in  Alaska  were 
made  to  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love,  and  on  June  21,  1907,  Special  Agent  Horace  T. 
Jones  was  directed  to  make  the  necessary  investigations  in  these  cases.  The  original 
letter  to  Mr.  Jones  (by  him  returned  with  his  report)  is  hereto  attached.  You  nave 
already  been  supplied  with  copies  of  the  reports  made  by  Special  Agents  Love  and 
Jones  and  of  the  report  of  Chief  of  Field  Division  Colter  as  to  the  operations  of  certain 
Chicago  parties. 

As  soon  as  you  deem  it  advisable  you  will  notify  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  thai 
you  have  been  placed  in  charge  of  investigation  of  matters  relating  to  Alaska  coal 
lands,  and  that  lie  will  perform  such  services  in  regard  to  those  cases  as  you  may 
direct,  reporting  to  you  in  the  premises.  In  the  meantime  this  office  has  directed 
Chief  of  Field  Division  Samuel  T.  Colter  to  visit  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  there  make  an 
investigation  of  the  facts  and  circumstances  under  which  a  large  number  of  residents 
of  that  city  made  coal  declaratory  statements  for  Alaska  coal  lands.  As  soon  as  Mr. 
Colter's  report  is  received  the  same  will  be  forwarded  to  you. 

You  will,  from  time  to  time  and  as  rapidly  as  possible,  make  separate  reports  upon 
individual  entries,  or  separate  groups  of  entries,  to  the  end  that  action  may  be  taken 
without  further  delay. 

Respectfully,  ft.  A.  Ballinger,  Commissioner. 


Department  of  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  7, 1908. 
Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Sir:  Herewith  I  inclose  you  copy  of  an  original  affidavit  filed  in  this  office  by 
Clarence  Cunningham,  by  him  sworn  to  September  4,  1908,  in  the  matter  of  certain 
Alaska  coal  interests. 

Your  investigation  of  these  coal  interests  was  temporarily  deferred  during  the 
pendency  of  the  last  Congress  in  a  bill  to  provide  additional  laws  for  acquiring  title  to 
Alaska  coal  land.  Since  that  time  the  condition  of  business  in  your  district  has  been 
such  that  no  further  investigation  has  been  had  of  these  particular  entries. 

You  are  directed  to  complete  youri  nvestigation  along  the  original  lines  and  so  pre- 
pare the  Government's  case  as  to  be  able  to  present  all  the  facts  at  a  hearing;  in  the 
event  you  finally  make  adverse  report  and  ask  for  the  cancellation  of  these  entries. 

This  office  has  been  informally  advised  that  the  various  en  try  men,  known  as  the 
Cunningham  group,  have  concluded  to  stand  upon  the  old  law  and  ask  for  a  patent 
upon  the  now  pending  applications.  The  reports  as  made  by  you  to  this  office  show 
that  these  applications  were  fraudulent  and  should  be  canceled.  Proceedings  will  be 
deferred,  however,  until  such  time  as  you  advise  this  office  that  you  have  completed 
your  investigations  and  are  ready  to  sustain  the  Government's  case  in  the  hearing. 

I  am  inclosing  you  a  copy  of  a  personal  letter  received  in  this  office  from  Henry 
R.  Harriman,  witn  suggestion  that  said  letter  and  a  conference  with  Mr.  Harriman 
may  aid  you  in  prosecuting  your  inquiries  in  reference  to  the  Alaska  coal  situation. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  H.  Schwartz, 
Acting  Assistant  Commissioner, 


[Telegram.] 

P-HHS  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  6, 1909. 
Special  Agent  Glavis, 

Seattle,  Wash.: 

Wire  names  of  different  towns  or  cities  in  which  you  desire  testimony  to  be  taken 
in  hearings  in  Cunningham  group.  This  office  will  appoint  a  commissioner  take 
testimony,  you  to  present  Government's  case  with  such  legal  assistance  as  you  may 
require.    Answer  at  once. 

Schwartz, 
CWN  WU  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 

Official  business.    Government  rate. 
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[The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 

1008    ch    ho    45    Coll    GR. 

Dated  Seattle  Wn  July  6. 

To  Commissioner  Gkl.  Land  Office.  W.,  D.  C: 

Testimony  must  be  taken  at  Seattle,  Spokane,  Walla  Walla,  Oakesdale,  Rockford, 
in  Washn.;  Wallace,  Moscow,  Idaho;  Cleveland,  Elyria,  Youngstown,  Ohio;  New 
York  City,  and  Los  Angeles.  Govt's  case  would  be  much  strengthened  by  awaiting 
result  of  investigations  in  Alaska. 

Glavis,  6.  Agt. 


P-HHS  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  — ,  1909. 
Mr.  Murphy: 

The  attached  wire  gives  the  towns  in  which  Mr.  Glavis  desires  testimony  to  be 
taken  on  behalf  of  the  Government  in  the  Cunningham  group  of  Alaska  coal  cases. 
Very  respectfully, 

RSC  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 

P-HHS 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  6, 1909. 
Messrs.  Underwood  and  Murphy: 

Please  at  once  (today)  advise  the  attorneys  for  the  Cunningham  group,  resident 
attorneys  if  they  nave  any,  that  this  office  is  prepared  to  proceed  to  a  hearing  to 
determine  the  truth  or  falsitv  of  the  charges  affecting  the  validity  of  these  entries; 
that  in  order  to  expedite  the  tearing,  and  save  expense  and  time,  it  is  suggested  that 
a  written  stipulation  be  entered  into  waiving  action  by  the  Alaska  land  office,  and 
that  this  office  appoint  a  commissioner  to  take  the  testimony,  this  testimony  to  be 
taken  from  place  to  place,  where  the  witnesses  reside.  When  all  the  evidence  is  in, 
the  record  is  to  be  forwarded  here  for  decision  in  the  first  instance;  stipulation  also  to 
provide  that  defendants  will  accept  service  of  charges  from  this  office  direct,  the 
nearing  to  begin  immediately. 

H.  n.  Schwartz, 
CWN  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 

July  7,  1909. 
Special  Aoent  Glavis, 

Seattle,  Wash. 
You  are  authorized  to  expend  not  to  exceed  $300  in  the  purchase  of  the  survey  and 
other  supplies  mentioned  in  your  telegram  July  6.    Geological  Survey  can  not  furnish 
suitable  instruments. 

Schwartz, 
Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 

"P"    38231    HLU  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  7, 1909. 
Mr.  Clarence  Cunningham, 

Seattle,  Washington. 
Sir:  In  the  matter  of  the  coal  cash  entry  made  by  yourself,  and  also  of  the  32  other 
coal  cash  entries  made  by  you  as  agent  for  various  claimants  enumerated  hereafter, 
for  lands  lying  in  the  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  district,  I  have  to  advise  you  that  this 
office  is  now  prepared  to  proceed  to  the  hearing  in  these  cases  on  charges  made  against 
the  same  by  a  special  agent  of  this  office. 

In  order  to  expedite  the  matter  of  the  hearings  and  to  save  time  and  expense,  it 
is  suggested  that  a  written  stipulation  with  the  Governemnt  be  entered  into,  both  in 
your  individual  capacity  and  as  attorney  in  fact  for  the  other  entrymen,  waiving  action 
in  these  cases  by  the  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  office,  and  that  this  office  appoint  a  com* 
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missioner  to  take  the  testimony,  this  testimony  to  be  taken  at  the  various  places  where 
the  different  witnesses  reside,  that  when  all  the  evidence  is  in  the  record  may  be 
forwarded  to  this  office  for  decision  in  the  first  instance. 

It  is  also  suggested  that  this  stipulation  provide  that  the  various  defendants  will 
accept  service  of  charges  from  this  office  direct,  the  hearings  to  begin  immediately. 

Will  you  kindly  advise  me  at  once  if  you  are  willing  to  enter  into  such  a  stipulation, 
in  order  that  this  matter  may  be  expedited  as  much  as  possible? 
The  entries  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

157),  Andrew  L.  Scofield. 
Francis  Jenkins. 
Charles  J.  Smith. 
Horace  C.  Henry. 
Ignatious  Mullen. 
Henry  White. 
Henry  W.  Collins. 
Fred  C.  Davidson. 
Michael  Doneen. 
Frank  F.  Johnson. 
John  G.  Cunningham. 
Clarence  Cunningham. 

A.  B.  Campbell. 
Henry  Wick. 
Hugh  B.  Wick. 
Fred  H.  Mason. 
William  E.  Miller. 
Charles  Sweeney. 

B.  C.  Ribbet. 
Fred  Cushing  Moore. 
Albert  Page. 
W.  W.  Baker. 
Frederick  Burbidge. 
Reginald  K.  Neill. 
Joseph  H.  Neill. 
Miles  C.  Moore. 
John  A.  Finch. 
Walter  B.  Moore. 
Arthur  D.  Jones. 
Orville  D.  Jones. 
W.  II.  Warner. 
Frank  A.  Moore. 
Nelson  B.  Nelson. 


Coal  entry  No.  1 

(C. 

D. 

s. 

157) 

«< 

II 

"  2 

ii 

ii 

II 

155, 

«i 

It 

"  3 

ii 

ii 

14 

160, 

it 

ll 

"  4 

ii 

ii 

II 

159, 

<i 

II 

"  5 

ii 

ii 

II 

180, 

ii 

ll 

"    6 

ii 

ii 

H 

169, 

a 

ll 

ii  ? 

ii 

ii 

tt 

164, 

ii 

II 

"  8 

ii 

ii 

II 

166, 

it 

ll 

"  9 

ii 

ii 

II 

163, 

ii 

ll 

"  10 

ii 

ii 

l( 

178, 

ii 

ll 

14  11 

i< 

14 

II 

175, 

it 

II 

"12 

ii 

tt 

II 

156, 

ii 

ll 

"13 

ii 

it 

II 

161, 

ii 

ll 

"  14 

ii 

tt 

i< 

179, 

ii 

II 

"15 

ii 

ll 

ii 

177, 

ii 

ll 

"  16 

ii 

it 

ii 

185, 

ii 

ll 

"17 

ii 

tt 

ii 

174, 

ii 

II 

"  18 

ii 

it 

ii 

165, 

ii 

ll 

"19 

ii 

It 

ii 

167, 

ii 

II 

"20 

ii 

tt 

ii 

168, 

ii 

ll 

"21 

ii 

II 

li 

184, 

ii 

ll 

"22 

ii 

II 

li 

173, 

ii 

II 

"23 

it 

II 

ii 

181, 

41 

II 

"24 

tt 

II 

it 

186, 

II 

II 

"25 

ii 

II 

ll 

182, 

II 

II 

"26 

ii 

II 

il 

172, 

II 

II 

"27 

ii 

II 

ii 

171, 

II 

II 

"28 

ii 

II 

ii 

162, 

« 

II 

"29 

ii 

II 

ii 

183, 

It 

II 

"30 

ii 

II 

ii 

154, 

it 

II 

"31 

n 

l< 

li 

153, 

II 

II 

"32 

*t 

It 

ii 

176, 

II 

II 

"33 

it 

II 

il 

158, 

Very  respectfully, 


FRL 


H.  H.  Schwartz, 
Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 


Department  op  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Okficb, 
Seattle,  Washington,  July  8th,  1909. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  In  compliance  with  your  telegram  of  March  10th,  calling  for  report  as  to  status 
of  investigation  of  Alaska  coal  entriep,  I  submitted  a  report  under  date  of  March  23rd. 
1909,  in  reference  to  the  coal  entries  made  by  Clarence  Cunningham  as  agent,  ana 
known  as  the  "Cunningham  group,"  which  I  ask  to  be  considered  with  reports  and 
evidence  heretofore  submitted. 

The  affidavit  and  evidence  submitted  in  these  several  reports  show  that  the  coal 
declaratory  statements  in  said  group  were  filed  subject,  to  agreement  that  upon  title 
being  perfected  to  the  individual  claims,  of  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  each,  the 
entrymen  were  to  deed  such  claim  to  a  company  to  be  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
developing  and  marketing  the  coal,  and  receive  stock  in  said  company  in  payment, 
Cunningham,  the  agent  in  this  case,  to  receive  one-eighth  of  the  stock  issued  to  each 
entry  man. 

Upon  the  submission  of  this  report,  in  compliance  with  telegram  heretofore  men- 
tioned, I  was  advised  by  telegram,  dated  April  20th,  that  Alaska  coal  investigatam 
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must  be  completed  within  sixty  days,  and  under  same  date  I  advised  you  that  this 
would  be  impossible,  owing  to  the  fact  that  enow  covered  the  claims. 

Special  Agents  Stoner  and  Andrew  Kennedy  will  proceed  to  Alaska  on  July  I6th, 
in  order  to  make  the  necessary  field  examinations.  They  will  also  endeavor  to  pro- 
cure additional  evidence  from  persons  residing  in  the  vicinity  of  the  claims.  The 
necessity  for  such  field  examinations,  showing  that  the  claims  have  been  worked 
with  a  view  to  the  consolidation  thereof,  and  of  the  mining  and  marketing  of  the  coal 
for  the  benefit  of  the  claimants  with  the  intention  to  form  a  company,  is  perfectly 
apparent  to  you,  since  your  office  verbally  instructed  me  in  the  pest  thai  suck  evfe 
dence  would  be  very  material,  and  would  strengthen  the  Government's  cases. 

Since  the  submission  of  my  report  of  March  23rd  there  has  been  no  evidence  secured 
in  this  group  of  entries,  for  the  reason  that  the  time  allowed  within  which  to  make 
these  investigations  has  been  too  short  to  complete  the  same,  for  the  reason  that  there 
are  one  thousand  claimants  involved  in  this  investigation,  residing  in  all  sections  of 
the  United  States,  parts  of  Canada,  and  Alaska. 

In  your  telegram  of  June  30th  you  ftate  that  you  will  prepare  notices  of  charges, 
but  that  I  may  submit  a  form  for  your  consideration,  and  I  therefore  respectfully 
recommend  that  the  following  charges  be  contained  in  the  notices: 

First.  That  the  coal  declaratory  statement  was  not  made  in  good  faith. 

Second.  That  the  said  coal  declaratory  statement  and  entry  was  not  made  for  ihe 
sole  use  and  benefit  of  the  entryman. 

Third.  That  an  understanding  existed  whereby  persons  other  tha»  the  original 
claimants  were  to  receive,  directly  or  indirectly,  an  interest  or  benefit  in  the  said 

Fourth.  That  prior  to  filing  the  said  coal  declaratory  statement  the  said  entryman 
unlawfully  conspired  with  his  duly  appointed  agent,  Clarence  Cunningham,  and  with 
other  persons,  to  defraud  the  United  States,  under  the  coal  land  laws  and  regulations 
relating  to  the  district  of  Alaska,  of  its  title  to  the  lands  embraced  in  said  entry  and 
of  other  lands  adjacent  thereto. 

I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  above  notice  of  charges  be  served  on  each 
entryman  involved  in  said  group,  as  well  as  others  interested,  in  accordance  with  the 
circular  of  November  25th,  1907.  I  wish  to  most  urgently  impress  upon  you  the 
necessity  of  awaiting  the  completion  of  the  investigations  of  this  group  before  any 
proceedings  are  instituted  with  a  view  to  the  cancellation  of  the  entry,  since  facts 
may  develop  which  would  enable  us  to  make  other  charges.  In  addition  to  the 
evidence  which  will  be  secured  by  Agents  Stoner  and  Kennedy  in  Alaska,  I  am  very 
anxious  that  the  claimants  who  have  assigned  their  claims  be  interviewed  in  order  to 
show  the  understanding  which  they  had.  I  am  also  reliably  informed  that  Clarence 
Cunningham  had  endeavored  to  interest  others  in  these  coal  fields,  and  their  evidence 
would  show  the  representation  made  to  them  by  Cunningham  as  being  the  same  as 
that  existing  with  th4  present  entrymen. 

While  in  Washington  I  was  shown  several  letters  written  to  the  department  by 
Miles  C.  Moore,  and  I  respectfully  recommend  that  I  be  furnished  with  certified 
copies  of  all  such  letters,  as  well  as  any  other  correspondence  which  may  be  on  file 
in  your  office  or  in  that  of  the  department  relative  to  this  group  of  entries. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  L.  R.  Glavib, 

G.  G.     L.  R.  G.  *  Chief  of  Fitld  Division. 


P-HHS 


[Telegram.] 

July  13,  1909. 


Miles  C.  Moore,  Walla  Walla,  Wash.: 

July  seven  I  wrote  Clarence  Cunningham,  Seattle,  Washington,  suggesting  Cun- 
ningham group  of  entrymen  stipulate  in  hearing  on  special  agent's  charges  to  accept 
service  charges  from  this  office  and  waive  action  by  Alaska  local  land  office,  com- 
missioner or  referee  to  be  designated  by  this  office  to  take  testimony,  and  the  record 
to  go  to  General  Land  Office  for  decision  in  first  instance.  Am  prepared  to  serve 
charges,  appoint  a  commissioner,  and  proceed  to  taking  of  testimony  at  once,  thus 
saving  several  months'  time.  If  this  stipulation  is  satisfactory,  have  it  include  further 
stipulation  that  all  Cunningham  cases  may  be  consolidated  and  proceed  as  one  case. 
Apparently  Cunningham  group  have  no  attorneys  of  record  with  authority  to  make 
a  stipulation .    Wire  answer. 

n.  H.  Schwartz, 
Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
Wtf    Collect. 
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[Tha  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.) 
160    xh    g    15    Paid. 

Walla  Walla,  Wash.,  July  IS. 

8CHWABTZ, 

Actg.  Com.  Gen.  Land  Ofs.  Washn,  D.  C: 
Plan  suggested  satisfactory  to  me.    Will  ad  viae  Cunningham  to  arrange  lor  accept- 
ance by  other  entry  men. 

Miles  G.  Moorb. 
10  P.  M. 


(The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 

1031PM. 
1069    ch    Jf    Hg    15  Pd. 

Received  at  Wyatt  Building,  cor.  14th  and  F  streets,  Washington,  D.  C,  July  15, 1000. 
Dated  Wallace,  Idaho,  15. 

To  Hon.  Frank  Pierce, 

1st  Asst.  Secy,  of  the  Interior,  Washn.,  D.  C: 
What,  if  any,  action  has  been  taken  regarding  coal  claims  Cunningham  &  others  in 
Alaska. 

J.  P.  Gray. 


[Telegram.] 
P-HH8 

July  16,  1909. 
Special  Agent  McEniry,  Denver,  Colo.: 

Direct  Special  Agent  Sheridan  proceed  at  once  to  Glavie  and  familiarize  himself 
with  Cunningham  coal  case  and  assist  Glavis  in  taking  testimony  before  commissioner 
to  be  appointed.    Testimony  will  be  taken  from  Seattle  to  New  York. 

Schwartz, 
Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
OWN    WU    OBGR    GLO 


[The  Western  Unloo  Telegraph  Company  (Incorporated).] 
041  450 

July  16,  1909 — 4.32  p.  m. 
D    V/60    CH    D66    Coll.    Govt. 

Seattle,  Wn.f  16. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C..\ 
Baji  sixteenth  have  conferred  with  Secretary  Interior.  He  suggest*  I  wire  you  and 
ask  if  my  report  July  eighth  and  telegram  July  sixth  was  considered  before  you  sent 
telegram  this  date  in  view  recommendations  stated  in  reports  above  referred  to.  It 
will  be  difficult  to  comply  with  your  telegram  unless  you  desire  hearing  proceed  with- 
out further  investigation. 

Glavw,  Chief. 

[Telegram.] 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

July  16,  1909. 
To  John  P.  Gray, 

Wallace,  Idaho; 
Adverse  report  made  against  all  Cunningham  entries.    Cunningham  has  been 
asked  to  enter  into  stipulation  to  take  testimony  before  master  to  be  submitted  directly 
to  Commissioner  General  Land  Office  for  action.    See  Cunningham. 

Frank  Pierce, 
First  Assistant  Secretary. 
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„  ~—~  (Teleg»m.] 

P-HHS 

July  17,  1909. 
Special  Agent  Glavis,  Seattle,  Wash.: 

Your  wire  sixteenth,  in  reference  your  consultation  with  Secretary  received.  In- 
structions heretofore  issued  modified  in  view  of  your  telegram  sixth.  Your  report 
of  eighth  not  at  hand.  Have  this  day  wired  Sheridan  as  follows:  "Your  instructions 
Cunningham  case  modified.  You  will  proceed  to  Seattle,  taking  complete  charge  of 
case,  with  authority  to  call  for  any  agents  or  assistance  necessary  to  bring  case  to 
prompt  bearing  and  close."  You  will  render  Sheridan  every  assistance.  Meantime 
continue  investigations.  Case  already  consumed  more  time  and  expense  of  men  than 
any  other  case  pending.  Investigation  cannot  proceed  indefinitely.  Results  of 
pending  investigation  in  Alaska  will  go  into  record  before  concluding  hearings. 

(Signed)  Schwabtz. 

WU    OBGR-GLO. 


«  —™  [Telegram.] 

P-HH8 
(Ink):  Sent. 

July  17,  1909. 
J.  P.  Gray,  Wallace,  Idaho: 

Your  appearance  not  filed.  Hence,  on  July  7  suggestion  of  stipulation  to  proceed 
to  hearing  was  Droposed  to  Cunningham,  Seattle,  and  July  twelfth  like  suggestion 
wired  to  Miles  C.  Moore,  Walla  Walla.  Am  awaiting  stipulation  of  entrvmen  to  con- 
sent taking  testimony  before  commissioner  to  be  appointed'  by  this  office,  waiving 
reference  to  Alaska  land  office,  decision  to  be  prepared  here  in  first  instance. 

(Signed)  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
OWN.    WU    OBGR    GLO. 


[Telegram.] 

[Postal  Telegraph  commercial  cables.] 

[Received  at  Postal  Telegraph  Building,  1345  Penna.  ave..  Wash.,  D.  C] 

4W-Ny.Ru.    10.X.    8.48  pm. 

Seattle,  Wn.,  July  19-09. 
Acting  Commissioner  Schwartz, 

General  Land  Office,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Letter  indicated  in  message  to  Moore  not  received;  please  advise. 

Clarence  Cunningham. 
(Pencil):  Letter  mailed  July  7,  1909,  to  Seattle,  Wash. 


Address  only  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Special. 

GLO 
Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
P-HHS.  Washington,  D.  C,  July  19,  1909. 

Mr.  Murphy:  I  desire  to  issue  some  instructions  to  Special  Agent  Sheridan.  By 
wire  Mr.  Sheridan  has  been  directed  to  take  charge  of  the  Cunningham  cases. 

In  order  to  prepare  my  letter  of  instructions,  it  will  be  necessary  for  you  to  prepare, 
In  chronological  order,  a  brief  summary  of  the  action  heretofore  ordered  by  this  office, 
looking  to  the  investigation  of  these  entries. 

You  will  recall  that,  for  a  short  time  pending  consideration  of  the  scope  and  extent 
of  the  new  coal-land  act  in  Alaska,  Glavis  was  directed  to  suspend  his  inquiries  and 
devote  his  time  to  other  important  Oregon  cases.  I  want  particular  reference  to  be 
made  to  the  circumstances  ot  that  order;  and,  also,  I  want  the  date  upon  which  I  sub- 
sequently, as  chief  of  the  field  service,  directed  Mr.  Glavis  to  again  proceed  with 
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the  Cunningham  investigations  and  to  follow  out  the  line  of  his  previous  instructions 
and  his  own  scope  of  investigation.    Also  attach  to  the  memorandum  Mr.  Glavis's 
report  of  July  8,  190$— he  says  in  a  telegram  that  he  submitted  such  a  report. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  AsaitUmt  Commimenst, 
OWN. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 

July  *0,  1909. 

My  Dear  Schwartz:  The  worst  situation  on  the  line  is  the  one  I  find  here.  Our 
friend,  Glavis.  He  regarded  me  with  suspicion,  and  after  talking  awhile  showed  me 
your  telegram  assigning  the  coal  cases  to  Sheridan.  Said  he  supposed  you  were  mad 
with  him  for  talking  the  matter  over  with  the  Judge.  Showed  me  his  telegram  to 
you.  I  talked  further  with  him  and  found  that  he  had  wired  to  Shaw  to  ask  Shaw  to 
come  out  and  assist  him  in  these  Cunningham  cases,  on  the  ground  that  the  majority 
of  the  cases  were  for  claims  within  the  forest  reserves  in  Alaska,  and  that  Shaw  had 
wired  back  that  he,  Shaw,  was  too  busy  and  could  not  come,  owing  to  the  absence 
of  Wells.  I  perceived  that  the  date  of  this  telegram  was  one  day  before  the  date  of 
the  telegram  from  you  to  him  superseding  Glavis  and  placing  Cunningham  in  charge; 
I  immediately  told  Glavis  that  this  was  the  reason  that  you  had  wired  placing  Sheridan 
in  charge;  that  while  we  liked  Shaw  we  realized  that  he  was  the  most  energetic  of 
the  men  in  the  Forestry,  and  that  he  had  for  the  past  two  yean  been  doing  little  else 
than  put  up  jobs  to  dispossess  our  boys  of  the  work;  I  also  found  that  the  law  officer 
of  the  Forestry  at  Portland  was  in  consultation  with  Glavis  and  had  been  sent  here 
by  Shaw.  Now  I  figure  that  Glavis  is  preparing  to  make  a  cushion  for  himself  to  fait 
back  on,  and  also  putting  himself  in  shape  to  have  a  great  story  in  case  Sheridan 
does  not  make  good  and  succeed  in  canceling  the  Cunningham  cases;  namely,  that 
he  plead  for  extra  time;  was  refused ;  that  a  new  man  was  placed  in  charge  who  knew 
nothing  about  the  cases,  thus  throwing  them;  putting  the  onus  on  the  Secretary  and, 
I  presume,  myself,  as  being  Seattle  people.  He  also  insists  that  he  was  refused  Jones 
to  help;  that  we  took  Doyle  away  from  him;  and,  all  told,  while  he  looks  innocently 
at  me,  yet  I  can  see  that  his  heart  is  bad,  though  why  it  should  be  I  can  not  tell, 
except  that  he  wanted  to  drag  the  cases  out;  he  may  be  sincere,  of  course,  in  his  idea 
that  tie  has  not  been  given  time  and  opportunity.  He  asserts  that  he  will  help  Sheri- 
dan all  he  can,  but  it  is  not  human  nature,  or  at  least  his  human  nature.  The  atmos- 
phere is  not  good  at  all.  That  he  is  playing  the  Forestry  there  is  no  question;  the 
innocent  look  he  gave  me  when  I  told  him  that  he  was  dragging  in  Shaw,  etc., 
when  there  was  no  necessity  was  beautiful.  "Why,  that  was  directly  in  line  with 
the  Secretary's  letter  of  March  2."  He  is  also  talking  conservation  very  strongly. 
Glavis  talking  conservation!  All  round  he  is  uglv,  and  he  is  preparing  to  be  as 
unpleasant  as  ne  can,  at  least  that  is  my  solution  of  the  situation.  Now  the  only  thing 
that  I  can  see  is  for  me  to  try  to  be  back  by  the  15th,  and  then  have  you  run  out  here 
to  dig  into  the  situation.  Glavis  prophesies  the  greatest  friendship  for  you,  and  I 
think  you  know  him  better  than  anyone  else,  and  this  is  certainly  the  worst  situation 
we  have.  He  will  make  about  forty  favorable  and  about  five  hundred  unfavorable 
reports;  the  way  things  will  commence  to  drop  will  be  amusing.  The  Judge  says: 
"It  will  all  come  out;  Congress  will  have  to  come  to  the  rescue.  However,  all  the 
rescue  that  Congress  gave  before  amounted  to  very  little. 

This  is  also  the  only  spot  in  which  there  is  any  trouble  about  the  new  timber  regula- 
tions. Kennedy  has  cruised  as  high  as  $9,000  for  a  quarter.  This  looks  to  me  as  if 
the  Forestry  had  Glavis  pretty  solidly. 

Whether  it  would  be  well  to  modify  the  Sheridan  instructions  I  can  not  as  yet  tell; 
will  write  you  later.  It  may  be  all  right  to  let  things  stay  until  you  come;  that  you 
will  have  to  come  there  is  no  question,  for  I  think  that  you  can  get  at  the  meat  of  the 
trouble  here;  it  may  be  that  I  am  arriving  at  wrong  conclusions  all  down  the  line — 
so  do  not  let  this  letter  prejudice  your  mind. 

Of  course  I  do  not  wonder  that  he  has  to  make  adverse  reports  after  the  Attorney* 
General's  opinion  of  the  law;  that  is  all  right;  but  it  is  his  attitude  that  is  bothering 
me;  it  looks  as  if  he  were  trying  to  dig  pitfalls  for  his  best  friends.  Write  me  what 
you  think  of  the  situation.  Also  write  me  as  to  whether  Altizer  has  my  itinery:  I 
will  try  and  dig  up  my  copy.  In  the  meantime,  I  will  be  here  until  Sunday  night: 
then  to  Portland  for  Monday.  Leave  there  Tuesday  for  San  Francisco,  one  day,  and 
then  Salt  Lake;  stay  there  one  day,  and  leave  the  next  for  Cheyenne;  how  long  there* 
I  do  not  know. 

Best  wishes. 

Sincerely,  Fred  Dennett. 
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Address  only  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 
Cunningham  group  of  coal  entries. 

In  reply  please  refer  to — P-H.  H.  S. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  St,  1909.    , 
Mi,  Jamba  M.  Sheridan, 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office,  Denver,  Colorado.  i 

Sir:  October  6  and  17  and  November  1,  1905,  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  addressed 
communications  to  this  office  setting  forth  various  alleged  schemes  to  secure  the  loca- 
tion of  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  and  asking  for  advice  in  the  premises. 

December  11,  1905,  by  letter  of  this  office  to  Mr.  Love,  the  coal-land  laws  were,  as 
to  certain  features,  considered,  and  Agent  Love  directed  to  make  investigation  to 
prevent  fraudulent  entries.  Subsequent  correspondence  not  material  to  this  case 
passed  between  this  office  and  Mr.  Love. 

June  21,  1907,  this  office  addressed  a  letter  to  Special  Agent  Horace  T.  Jones,  now 
located  at  Portland,  Oregon,  calling  attention  to  agents'  reports  as  to  various  schemes 
under  which  coal  lands  in  Alaska  were  being  entered  and  directions  were  therein 
riven  that — 

"thorough,  complete,  and  energetic  investigation  be  made,  and  that  from  time  to* 
time  preliminary  reports  be  submitted. " 

September  24,  1907,  Chief  of  Field  Division  S.  J.  Colter,  Duluth,  Minnesota,  was 
directed  to  make  investigations  at  Chicago,  Illinois,  affecting  the  Alaska  cases,  but 
it  is  not  thought  that  any  of  these  entries  were  included  within  the  Cunningham 
group. 

December  £8,  1907,  this  office  addressed  a  letter  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavls, 
Portland,  Oregon,  calling  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  during  the  time  he  was  on 
duty  in  this  office  in  December,  1907,  he  was  supplied  with  a  complete  copy  of  all 
papers,  records,  and  files  bearing  upon  the  charge  of  irregularity  in  reference  to  the 
entry  and  classification  of  coal  lands  within  the  district  of  Alaska.  He  was  likewise 
directed  to  take  over  the  investigation  of  these  alleged  irregularities  and  to  take  the 
action  necessary  in  each  instance  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  Government,  and  also 
confer  with  the  proper  United  States  attorney  in  the  matter  of  criminal  proceedings 
against  persons  liable  under  the  law.  Direction  was  given  that  separate  reports  on 
individual  entries  be  submitted  from  time  to  time  as  rapidly  as  possible  in  order" 
that  action  might  be  taken  in  this  office  without  delay. 

January  4,  1908,  upon  report  received  from  Special  Agent  Love,  the  Cunningham 
group  of  coal  entries  were  clear  listed  and  referred  to  Division  N  for  action  upon  the 
papers  and  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  advised  thereof.  Mr.  Glavis  wired,  pro- 
testing  the  clear  listing  of  the  entries  in  question ;  and,  under  date  of  January  23, 1908, 
the  entries  were  withdrawn  from  the  Mineral  Division  and  again  filed  in  the  Special 
Service  Division  of  this  office. 

February  5,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  directed  to  complete  investigation  and  make 
immediate  report  on  Alaska  claims. 

March  28,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  directed  by  telegram  to  wire  date  when  report* 
would  be  received  in  this  office. 

October  7,  1908,  in  a  letter  from  myself  to  Mr.  Glavis,  he  was  advised — 

"Your  investigation  of  these  coal  entries  was  temporarily  deferred  during  the  pen- 
dency in  the  last  Congress  of  a  bill  to  provide  additional  lawn  for  acquiring  title  to 
Alaska  coal  lands.  Since  that  time  the  condition  of  business  in  your  district  has  been 
inch  that  no  further  investigation  has  been  made  of  these  particular  interests.  You 
are  directed  to  complete  your  investigation  along  the  original  lines  and  so  prepare  the 
Government's  case  as  to  be  able  to  present  all  the  facts  at  a  hearing,  in  the  event  you 
finallv  make  adverse  report  and  ask  for  cancellation  of  these  entries." 

And  he  was  further  advised  that  the  claimants  in  what  is  known  as  the  Cunningham 
group  had  concluded  to  stand  upon  the  old  law  and  ask  for  a  patent  thereunder,  and 
that  action  would  be  deferred  here  until  his  investigations  could  be  ccrrplefed. 

March  10, 1909,  Mr.  Glavis  was  asked,  by  wire,  to  submit  at  once  reports  on  the  pres- 
ent status  of  investigation  of  Alaska  coaf  entries,  and  in  the  reports  to  designate  the 
entries  in  one  of  four  classes,  to  wit:  (1)  Claims  wherein  present  information  suggests 
further  investigation  necessary;  (2)  claims  wherein  investigation  and  eviderce  war- 
rants adverse  proceedings  at  this  time;  (3)  claims  wherein  investigation  warrants 
proceedings  to  patent*  and  (4)  claims  wherein  you  have  no  information;  and  the 
expense  of  a  stenographer  for  two  weeks  was  authorized  him  to  prepare  the  reports  in 
question. 

April  11, 1909,  Mr.  Glavis  was  requested,  by  wire,  to  advise  this  office  when  reports 
called  for  would  be  received. 
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Reports  received  from  Mr.  Glavis  in  reply  to  the  above  last  request  were  incom- 
plete--did  not  contain  facts  sufficient  to  warrant  this  office  in  proceeding. 

April  20,  1909,  this  office  advised  Chief  of  Field  Division  G  la  vis,  by  wire,  that  the 
Alaska  coal  investigations  must  be  completed  within  sixty  days,  and  he  was  asked  to 
state  the  number  of  agents  he  would  require  for  that  purpose.    He  was  also  otherwise 

Even  authority  to  send  the  agents  into  any  jurisdiction,  and  these  agents  have,  in 
ct,  extended  their  investigations  from  New  York  City  to  Los  Angeles. 

May  24,  1909,  this  office  forwarded  a  letter  to  Mr.  Glavis  enclosing  copy  of  the  Sec- 
retary's letter  of  May  19, 1909,  to  this  office  relative  to  coal-land  entries,  and  directing 
that  reports  be  made  in  accordance  therewith. 

June  29,  1909,  telegram  was  sent  to  Mr.  Glavis: 

"Cunningham  entry  men  elect  to  stand  on  the  old  law.  Immediate  hearing  will 
follow.    Be  prepared  with  evidence." 

And  on  June  30,  1909,  he  was  further  advised  to  submit  his  report  on  the  Cunning- 
ham group,  and  that  notice  of  charges  would  be  prepared  in  this  office. 

Mr.  Glavis  replied,  and,  amon^  other  things,  requested  the  further  retention  of 
Special  Agent  Jones  at  Seattle,  which  request  was  directly  contrary  to  explicit  under- 
standing had  between  himself  and  myself  as  to  the  date  upon  which  Mr.  Jones  would 
be  required  to  return  to  his  work  at  Portland,  Oregon,  and  as  a  consequence  he  was 
on  June  30,  1909,  advised  that  Mr.  Jones  had  returned  to  Portland,  but  was  subject 
to  call  on  subpoena  at  any  time  necessary  as  a  witness  in  the  Cunningham  group. 

The  matter  of  this  Cunningham  group  was  taken  up  expressly  with  Mr.  Glavis  by 
myself  during  my  official  visit  to  Seattle  during  the  month  of  June,  and  it  was  at  that 
time  distinctly  understood  that  reports  upon  the  Cunningham  £roup  should  be  sub* 
mitted  July  1st  to  this  office,  which  would  be  in  accordance  with  information  furnished 
by  myself  to  the  department  some  sixty  days  before,  to  the  effect  that  reports  in  this 
case  would  be  in  hand  by  July  1st. 

Subsequently,  on  July  1,  1909,  telegram  was  addressed  to  Mr.  Glavis: 

11  Reports  must  be  submitted  at  once,  as  per  instructions  and  agreement.  You  may, 
of  course,  continue  investigation.  Reports  are  wanted  now.  Will  send  man  to  Seattle 
to  take  charge  of  investigation  and  conduct  cases  in  near  future.  Meantime,  continue 
your  investigation." 

July  1,  1909,  letter  was  addressed  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  McEniry  at  Denver, 
Colorado,  relative  to  your  detail  to  assist  Mr.  Glavis  at  the  trial  of  these  Cunningham 
cases,  and  there  was  also  forwarded  to  him,  for  you,  at  that  time  a  copy  of  the  Attorney 
General's  opinion  in  the  matter  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases  under  the  new  law. 

July  7,  1909,  this  office  addressed  a  communication  to  Clarence  Cunningham,  agent 
of  the  Cunningham  group,  requesting  him  to  transmit  written  stipulation  waiving 
action  in  these  cases  by  the  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  office,  and  that  this  office  appoint  a 
commissioner  to  take  testimony  at  various  places  where  witnesses  are  located1;  that 
said  testimony  may  be  forwarded  directly  to  this  office  for  decision  in  the  first  instance, 
and  that  the  various  defendants  will  accept  service  of  charges  from  this  office  direct; 
and  later,  on  July  13,  1909,  telegram  was  addressed  to  Miles  C.  Moore,  one  of  the  entry- 
men  in  the  Cunningham  group,  relative  to  the  letter  addressed  to  Cunningham,  with 
the  further  suggestion  that  the  parties  stipulate  that  all  Cunningham  cases  be  consoli- 
dated and  proceed  as  one  case. 

July  16,  1909,  Mr.  Glavis  was  directed  to  indicate  the  towns  or  cities  in  the  order 
in  which  testimony  could  be  taken  in  the  Cunningham  group,  and  he  was  further 
advised  that  you  had  been  assigned  to  assist  him;  and,  under  the  same  date,  like  ad- 
vices were  forwarded  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  McEniry  for  your  information  and 
direction. 

Mr.  Glavis  did  not  comply  with  the  last  wire,  but,  in  lieu  thereof,  stated  that  he 
had  consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  suggested  that  he  request  of  this 
office  whether  the  last  above  wire  with  reference  to  the  order  in  which  the  testimony 
shall  be  taken  had  been  sent  after  the  receipt»of  the  telegram  from  Mr.  Glavis  of  July  6, 
and  his  further  letter  report  of  July  8. 

July  17,  1909,  replying  to  the  last  telegram  from  Mr.  Glavis,  he  was  advised  as 
follows: 

"Your  wire  sixteenth  in  reference  your  consultation  with  Secretary  received. 
Instructions  heretofore  issued  were  made  in  view  of  your  telegram  sixth.  Your  report 
of  eighth  not  at  hand.    Have  this  day  wired  Sheridan  as  follows: 

"'Your  instructions  Cunningham  caee  modified.  You  will  proceed  to  Seattle 
taking  complete  charge  of  case  with  authority  to  call  for  any  agents  or  assistance 
necessary  to  bring  case  to  prompt  hearing  and  close.' 

"You  will  render  Sheridan  every  assistance,  meantime  continue  investigations. 
Case  already  consumed  more  time  and  expense  of  men  than  any  other  case  pending. 
Investigation  can  not  proceed  indefinitely.  Results  of  pending  investigation  in 
Alaska  will  go  into  record  before  concluding  hearing."  » 
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The  foregoing  is  a  brief  summary  of  the  efforts  made  by  this  office  to  secure  from  its 
field  force  a  final  report  in  the  Cunningham  case,  and  to  permit  the  office  to  take  action 
looking;  either  to  the  cancellation  of  the  entries  or  to  their  approval  for  patent. 

Every  report  received  from  Mr.  Glavis  in  this  case  concludes  with  some  statement  or 
observation  as  to  what  future  and  further  investigation  will  develop,  and  leaves  the 
report  in  a  status  which  precludes  this  office  from  taking  any  action;  and  he  has  been 
advised  from  time  to  time  it  is  the  purpose  and  intention  of  this  office  that  there  shall 
be  full  and  complete  investigation  and  advice  prior  to  the  final  action  upon  these 
entries.  It  is  likewise  the  intention  of  this  office  that  the.se  proceedings  shall  come  to 
a  close,  and  that  these  entries  now  under  investigation  for  a  period  of  two  or  three  years 
shall  either  be  canceled  or  patented.  The  office  appreciates  that  it  has  no  more 
painstaking  and  careful  agent  than  Mr.  Glavis,  and  that  he  is  giving  to  these  entries, 
and  has  given  to  them,  his  best  efforts.  At  the  same  time,  the  proper  and  expeditious 
determination  of  the  field  investigations  at  present  devolve  primarily  upon  myself, 
and  I  am  responsible  for  the  result.  It  was  with  this  matter  in  mind  that  my  letter 
of  October  7, 1908,  was  addressed  to  him,  and  that  my  wire  of  April  20,  1909,  was  sent, 
informing  him  that  the  cases  should  come  to  conclusion,  so  far  as  the  investigation  was 
concerned,  within  sixty  days,  and  that  he  might  call  for  whatever  agents  he  might 
require;  and  he  was  likewise — and  has  been — authorized  to  incur  whatever  expense 
may  be  necessary  in  these  investigations.  Notwithstanding  the  explicit  instructions, 
contained  in  my  telegram  of  April  20,  1909,  and  the  different  instructions  in  reference 
to  the  Cunningham  case,  Mr.  Glavis  in  his  letter  of  July  8,  1909,  says  that: 

"Since  the  submission  of  my  report  of  March  23,  there  has  been  no  evidence  secured 
in  this  group  of  entries,  for  the  reason  that  the  time  allowed  in  which  to  make  these 
investigations  has  been  too  short  to  complete  the  same,  etc." 

Notwithstanding  Mr.  Glavis'  statement,  the  record  shows  that  he  had  at  his  disposal 
the  entire  field  force;  and  he  also  had  explicit  notice  that  I  had  pledged  the  entire 
field  force  of  the  department  for  a  report  in  these  cases  at  a  certain  time.  He  has  failed, 
however,  and  the  report  can  not  be  made. 

You  have  been  placed  in  charge  of  the  Cunningham  group  of  Alaska  coal  cases  for 
the  express  purpose  of  properly  completing  the  investigation  speedily;  and  thereafter 
to  conduct  the  hearings  upon  which  the  Government  will  endeavor  to  cancel  the 
claims.  Enough  of  the  record  has  been  recited  to  advise  you  that  I  expect  this  result 
to  be  accomplished. 

You  are  advised  now,  as  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised  heretofore,  that  you  may  call  upon 
me  for  whatever  assistance,  to  the  extent  of  the  field  force  and  the  funds  available, 
you  may  require.  If  it  is  a  matter  of  interviewing  further  en  try  men,  you  should  call 
for  a  sufficient  number  of  agents  to  make  these  interviews  at  once.  It  is  my  opinion, 
however,  that  Mr.  Glavis  and  his  agents  have  curried  this  group  of  cases  thoroughly, 
but  as  to  that  I  defer. to  the  opinion  of  yourself  after  you  ehall  have  gone  through  the 
record  and  conferred  with  Mr.  Glavis.  In  so  far  as  the  proper  completion  of  the  Cun- 
ningham group  of  cases  may  require  it,  you  are  authorized  to  call  upon  Mr.  Glavis  for 
any  personal  assistance,  including  his  own  services. 

I  am  unable  to  agree  with  Mr.  Glavis1  letter  of  July  8,  that  the  physical  examination 
of  these  coal  properties  in  Alaska  is  necessary  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  taking  of 
evidence  on  the  question  of  the  good  faith  aha  bona  fides  of  the  entrymen.  He  has 
already  been  advised  that,  whatever  the  result  of  these  examinations,  there  will  be 
opportunity  given  to  get  Buch  results  in  the  record  in  the  hearings. 

Upon  the  completion  of  the  hearings  in  the  Cunningham  cases,  youwill  return  to 
Denver,  Colorado,  and  report  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  McEniry  for  further  duty. 

A  copy  of  this  letter  is  this  day  forwarded  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  for  his 
information. 

Very  respectfully,  (Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 


[The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.) 
Received  at  Wyatt  Building,  Cor.  14th  and  F  streets,  Washington,  D.  C. 

92    ch    is    m    14    Collect    Govt.    8pm.    Bx  Seattle  Wn  7. 

Commissioner  General  Land  Office,  Washn.,  D.  C: 

Badji  seventh  report  mailed  to-day.  _ .  m  „  ^. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  CkufF.  Dtv. 
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(Telegram.] 

P-HHS.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  21,  1909. 
Special  Agent  McEniry,  Sent  (red  pencil). 

Denver,  Colorado: 
Bend  two  good  men  with  Sheridan  to  work  on  coal  conspiracy,  particular  inter- 
views, and  book  examinations.    They  may  return  to  Denver  in  about  thirty  days. 

(Signed)  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
CWN.    WU.  MT  (red  pencil). 

Official  business.    Government  rate. 


Department  of  Agriculture, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  July  21, 1909. 
The  honorable  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sir:  I  have  received  a  telegram  from  the  district  forester  at  Portland.  Oreg.,  request- 
ing that  dates  of  contemplated  hearings  to  involve  the  32  coal  claims  of  the  Cunningham 
group  in  the  Juneau  (Alaska)  land  district  be  not  held  before  November  I.  The  dis- 
trict forester  says  in  his  telegram  that  he  had  written  to  the  chief  of  field  division  at 
Seattle,  Wash.,  and  requested  that  such  hearings  be  not  held  before  the  date  mentioned. 
The  forester  has  telegraphed  to  the  district  forester  a  request  that  he  report  by  telegram 
the  reasons  for  not  wishing  the  hearings  before  such  date. 

These  cases  involve  Juneau,  Alaska,  coal-land  surveys  44,  etc.,  for  land  in  the 
Chugach  National  Forest,  and  the  file  number  in  the  General  Land  Office  is  36996. 

I  have  learned  informally  at  the  General  Land  Office  that  action  looking  to  an  early 
hearing  is  contemplated  in  vour  department. 

I  respectfully  recommena  that  the  date  of  such  hearings  be  not  fixed  until  the  tele- 
gram is  received  from  the  district  forester  giving  the  reasons  for  his  request. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir, 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

James  Wilson,  Secretary. 


[The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 
Received  at  Old  Post-Offloe  Dept.  Bldg.,  Cor.  7th  &  F  8ta.  N.  W. 

Wash.,  D.  C,  July  21, 1909. 
To  Schwartz,  Care  Com'r.  G.  L.  0.: 

Baje  Cissin  relative  sending  two  good  men  with  Sheridan,  our  work  never  heavier 
or  of  more  importance  than  at  present.    Smith  and  Phillips  will  follow  Sheridan 
within  two  days  if  your  telegram  to-day  not  countermanded.    Agents  all  in  field. 
Can  not  be  here  before  then. 
M.  D.  (pencil).  McEniry, 

Chief  F  Div.  (pencil). 


[Telegram.] 


P-HHS  Department  of  the  Interior, 

Sent  (red  pencil).  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  21, 1909. 
Commissioner  Fred  Dennett. 

Care  Secretary  R.  A.  Ballinger,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Zyda:  Tobildnomd  has  roddol  from  Persegri  elakamidamk  in  Pofoser  fafalaing 
ficacoment  of  the  Summamkyin  yoilamko  until  Lunove.  Cyij  filatins  Krifac  jledo 
or  bejahd  hafel  losomdrh  in  niddol.  Figosa  Krifac  to  cyej  hoon  sebh  yac  babir  to 
Cyij,  it  being  moseccilh  to  todolnamo  nedafo  poyamt  podipa  figote  for  cusy  remk 
torin.    Cyclatim  fenores  denellej  for  Coiddro  with  iccacdimac. 

(Signed)  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
CWN.    WU.  Murphy  (pencil). 
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Department  has  letter  from  Secretary  of  Agriculture  originating  in  Forest  Service 
asking  postponement  of  the  Cunningham  hearings  until  November.  Shaw  says 
G  la  vis  wrote  or  wired  him  recently  in  matter.  Require  Glavis  to  show  you  copy  his 
letter  to  Shaw,  it  being  necessary  to  determine  motive  behind  Agriculture's  request 
for  such  long  delay.    Sheridan  leaves  to-morrow  for  Seattle  with  assistants. 

Mr.  Murphy  (pencil). 
Official  business.     Government  rate. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 

Seattle,  Wash.,  July  2t,  1909. 
Iff.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Assistant  Acting  Commissioner,  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Schwartz:  I  have  talked  again  with  Glavis  and  find  that  the  only  com- 
munication he  had  with  Shaw  was  his  telegram.  However,  Shaw  sent  Fierce  here, 
he  arriving  on  the  19th  and  staying  until  21st,  and  went  over  all  the  cases  with  Glavis. 
There  are  21  claims  in  the  forest  reserve.  Glavis  seems  to  have  taken  up  with  Pierce* 
the  law  officer  of  the  Forestry,  the  question  of  supplying  a  man  who  would  be  a  coal 
expert  to  go  in  and  help  Kennedy,  suggesting  the  name  of  Wyngate  at  Astoria;  they 
have  agreed,  and  it  is  a  question  with  me  whether  we  should  now  stop  it  or  allow 
him  to  go  in,  21  of  the  claims  being  in  the  forest,  and  we  getting  the  benefit  of  his 
knowledge. 

Glavis  states  that  he  was  desirous  of  having  the  field  investigation  completed  in 
order  to  get  the  reports  as  to  the  single  tunnel  done  for  the  work  on  all  the  claims,  or 
other  data  in  regard  to  improvements  which  would  lead  to  evidence  showing  the 
cooperation  and  intent  to  form  a  company.  He  also  desires  to  get  such  statements  as  to 
remarks  that  may  have  been  made  by  Cunningham  showing  that  Cunningham  was 
operating  for  a  company.  He  hopes,  with  this  evidence  from  the  field  and  documentary 
evidence,  to  establish  a  prima  facie  case  and  get  the  benefit  of  cross-examining  their 
witnesses.  He  states  that  the  idea  of  field  investigation  was  one  which  he  got  from 
you.  He  seems  to  think  that  further  evidence  was  necessary  and  that  we  were  unduly 
pressing  him;  he  tries  to  evade  the  proposition  of  our  offering  all  the  help  he  asked,  on 
the  ground  that  the  cases  needed  investigation  by  one  head  who  should  Keep  his  finger 
on  the- matter  all  the  time  and  investigate  personally;  he  also  states  that  we  refused 
him  Jones,  but  candidly  admits  that  we  offered  him  every  help  he  might  desire  other* 
wise.  I  told  him  that  I  wished  he  had  waited  until  I  came  and  not  taken  upon  him- 
self telegraphing  to  Shaw,  as  it  occurred  to  me  to  be  calling  upon  another  bureau  to 
find  fault  with  our  action,  and  especially  with  a  bureau  which  has  been  trying  to 
pick  flaws  in  our  conduct  of  cases.  I  have  wired  Judge  Ballinger,  as  you  suggested, 
that  under  existing  conditions  I  think  it  would  be  wrong  to  set  these  cases  for  hearing 
immediately.    Will  take  this  feature  up  with  Judge  Ballinger  by  correspondence. 

Glavis  has  these  coal  cases  on  the  brain  and  can  not  see  anything  but  just  one  line. 
I  have  told  him  how  it  looks  to  us  and  have  reminded  him  of  everything  that  we  have 
done  for  him  and  that  it  looks  as  if  he  were  returning  our  favors  by  not  standing  by  us 
as  he  ought  to.  He  has  not  acted  as  you  or  1  would  act  under  similar  conditions.  It 
looks  a  little  treacherous  to  me,  this  calling  in  the  Forestry. 

Received  your  wire  about  Sheridan  leaving  for  this  town.  I  have  not  told  you  to 
hold  Sheridan,  as  I  think  it  would  be  a  good  idea  for  him  to  go  over  all  the  papers  and 
Bee  what  he  thought  of  the  case.  If  the  trials  are  postponed  until  November,  what  do* 
you  think  we  had  better  do  with  him?  November  was  evidently  the  date  suggested 
by  Glavis  to  the  law  officer  of  the  Forestry  in  order  that  Kennedy  might  return  from 
the  field  in  Alaska;  he  could  be  called  in  earlier  if  he  only  worked  on  the  Cunningham 
case,  but  at  present  that  would  be  false  economy. 

1  am  of  the  opinion  that  it  might  be  well  for  you  to  take  a  hurried  run  out  here. 
If  you  do,  I  wilt  return  here  to  meet  you  at  time  Bet.  I  have  held  Glavis  here  until 
next  Monday. 

Very  respectfully,  Fred  Dennett,  Commissioner. 
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July  22. 
Han.  R.  A.  Balunger, 

Hermiston,  Oreg. 
Advise  telegraphing  Schwartz  authorizing  him  to  delay  issuing  notices  in  important 
I  subject  our  talk  here  until  Sheridan  can  examine  evidence  obtained. 

Dennett. 


Seattle,  Wash.,  July  tS,  1909. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Balunobr, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Boise  City,  Idaho, 

My  Dear  Judge:  I  telegraphed  to  you  yesterday  advising  authorization  to  Schwartz 
not  to  set  the  Cunningham  cases  for  trial  immediately.  The  situation  is  as  follows: 
Twenty-one  claims  are  on  the  forest  reserve;  G  la  via  has  so  advised  the  forester,  and 
he  has  joined  him  in  moving  for  a  delay  until  Kennedy  can  return  from  Alaska  with 
his  report  of  the  field  investigation.  G  lav  is  seems  to  expect  a  showing  upon  the  field 
which  would  indicate  that  all  developments  have  been  done  with  the  evident  purpose 
of  advancing  a  single  interest.  He  also  desires  to  find  out  in  what  manner  the  em- 
ployees were  paid,  and  information  of  this  kind.  Both  Schwartz  and  myself  were  of 
the  opinion  that  he  could  go  to  trial  on  the  evidence  already  obtained. 

I  have  no  recollection  that  the  matter  of  field  investigation  was  taken  up  with  me, 
although  I  am  not  certain  on  this  point.  Schwartz  telegraphs  me  that  the  Agricul- 
tural Department  has  requested  the  postponement,  and  under  all  the  circumstances 
I  will  recommend  that  their  request  be  acquiesced  in. 

Am  just  in  receipt  of  telegram  from  Schwartz  as  follows: 

"President  has  increased  special  agent  land  office  excepted  places  to  ten,  but 
desires  to  be  consulted  upon  such  appointments.    Matter  originated  in  this  office. 

"Schwabm." 


I  do  not  know  anything  about  this  proposition,  or  that  it  had  been  taken  up  with 
the  President. 

Very  truly,  Fred  Dennett,  Commissioner. 


July  23. 

Dennett 

United  States  Land  Office,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Considering  my  personal  reluctance  to  direct  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  cases,  you 
should  make  necessary  directions  to  Schwartz. 

Balunobr. 


[The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 
( Received  at  old  Post-Office  Dept.  Bldg.,  cor. 7th  &  F  sts.  N.  W.] 

Dated  Bt  Seattle.  July  23, 1900. 

To  H.  H.  Schwartz,  W  n  23. 

Ass't  Actg.  Comr.  G.  L.  0.,  Wash.,  D.  C: 
November  evidently  suggested  by  Glavis,  who  desires  report  field  examination 
before  trial.    If  assistants  for  Sheridan  not  started,  stop  them  and  let  Sheridan  come 
alone  for  the  present. 

Dennett,  ComV. 


[The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 
[Received  at  old  Fost-Oftiee  Dept.  Bldg.,  cor.  7th  <fc  F  sts.  N.  W.] 

Wash.,  D.  C,  Julytl,  1909. 
To  Schwartz,  Care  Com'r.  G.  L.  0.: 

f  Baje  Cissin  relative  sending  two  good  men  with  Sheridan;  our  work  never  heavier 
or  of  more  importance  than  at  present.    Smith  and  Phillips  will  follow  Sheridan 
within  two  days  if  your  telegram  to-day  not  countermanded.    Agents  all  in  field. 
Can  not  be  here  before  then. 
M.  D.  (pencil).  McEntrt. 

Chief  F.  Div.  (pencil). 
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[Telegram.] 

Seattle,  Wash.,  July  23, 1909. 
H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  General  Land  Office,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Secretary  desires  to  refrain  from  any  action  in  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  cases.    I 
authorize  you  to  recommend  to  Acting  Secretary  Pierce  to  acquiesce  in  request  of 
forestry  not  to  set  cases  for  hearing  immediately. 

Dennett,  Commissioner. 


Department  of  Agriculture, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  24, 1909. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sir:  The  telegraphic  report  from  the  district  forester  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  regarding 
the  Cunningham  group  of  coal  claims  in  Alaska,  mentioned  in*my  letter  to  you  of 
July  21  as  having  been  called  for,  is  received.  The  district  forester  reports  that  he 
has  not  yet  had  opportunity  to  have  these  claims  examined  upon  the  ground.  He 
further  reports  that  four  coal  claims  of  the  Cunningham  group,  which  can  not  yet 
be  designated  specifically,  do  not  contain  workable  coal.  They  should  not  pass  to 
patent  for  that  reason.  The  district  forester  recommends  that  an  examination  of  the 
ground  embraced  in  the  other  claims  of  the  group  be  made  to  determine  whether 
they  contain  workable  coal.  He  also  reports  that  he  will  send  a  coal  expert  repre- 
senting the  Forest  Service  to  assist  the  experts  of  the  Land  Office  in  the  examination 
of  coal  claims  of  this  group  in  the  national  forest. 

Until  the  results  of  this  examination  are  available,  it  will  not  be  possible  for  this 
department  to  present  the  facts.  The  question  at  issue  in  these  cases  is  of  such 
importance  to  the  people  of  the  Pacific  coast,  and  the  difficulties  in  the  presentation 
of  the  Government  s  testimony  are  of  such  a  nature  as  to  make  the  fullest  preparation 
essential.  Accordingly,  I  have  the  honor  to  request  that  the  date  for  the  hearing 
contemplated  in  these  cases  be  not  fixed  until  the  examination  of  the  ground  is  con- 
cluded and  its  results  are  available. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

Your  obedient  servant,  James  Wilson,  Secretary. 


{Gray  &  Knight.    John  P.  Gray,  Wallace,  Idaho;  Henry  P.  Knight,  Coeur  d'Alene,  Idaho,  attorneys 

and  counselors  at  law.] 

Wallace,  Idaho,  July  26,  1909. 
Mr.  H.  II.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Asst.  Commissioner  General  Land  Office,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dbab  Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  7th  of  July,  addressed  to  Mr.  Clarence  Cunningham  at 
Seattle,  Washington,  was  delayed  apparently  in  transmission.    It  was  delivered 
to  him  on  the  21st,  and  he  has  just  forwarded:  it  to  me  and  I  have  telegraphed  you 
in  answer  thereto,  as  follows: 

"Stipulation  suggested  your  letter  July  seventh  Clarence  Cunningham  relative  to 
hearings  coal  entries  one  to  thirty-three  in  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  district  satisfactory. 
I  will  appear  as  attorney  for  all  entries." 

I  will  frame  a  stipulation,  sign  it,  and  forward  it,  together  with  the  entry  of  my 
appearance  in  the  various  cases. 

Very  respectfully, 
G-M.  (Signed)       John  P.  Gray. 


[The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 

Received  at  182ch    xa    g    86    Collect    GR.  July  26,  1900. 

BxSeattle,  Wash.,  July  26. 

H.  H.  Schwartz,  Answered  (pencil). 

Acting  Asst.  Commr.  General  Land  O/c,  Washn.,  D.  C: 

Sheridan  concurs  in  advisability  waiting  arrival  of  Kennedy  and  Stoner  from  Alaska. 
Gould  proceed  to  trial  October  fifteenth  and  make  report  other  cases  after  trial  present 
case.    Other  alternative,  recall  Kennedy  and  Stoner  from  Alaska  after  examination 
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claims  in  question  without  examining  other  claims.  Latter  course  hardly  desirable. 
If  concurred  in.  return  Phillips  and  Smith  to  Denver.  Glavis  reports  ability  overtake 
his  work  first  of  year.    No  necessity  for  you  to  come. 

Dennett,  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Murphy  (pencil). 
Copies  by  FRL. 


J  The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 
ing,  cor.  ' A"       "  *"    "      *     ""    *' ' 


(Received  at  Wyatt  Building,  cor.  14th  and  F  streets,  Washington.  D.  C.  July  26,  1909.] 

136ch  xs  m  31paid  835pm   ' 

Wallace,  Idaho,  26. 
H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  General  Land  Office,  Waskn.,  D.  C: 
Stipulation  suggested  your  letter  July  seventh  Clarence  Cunningham  relative  to 
hearings  coal  entries  one  to  thirty  three  in  Juneau,  Alaska,  and  district  satisfactory.    I 
will  appear  as  attorney  for  all  entries. 

John  P.  Gray. 


P — HHS.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  t6, 1909. 
The  Hon.  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Department. 

Sir:  Under  date  of  July  23,  1909,  I  am  in  receipt  of  telegram  from  Mr.  Dennett, 
Seattle,  Wash.,  advising  me  that  I  am  "authorized  to  recommend  to  Hon.  Acting 
Secretary  Pierce  to  aquieece  in  request  of  Forestry  not  to  Bet  cases  for  hearing 
immediately." 

This  refers  to  the  Cunningham  group,  and  is  probably  predicated  upon  the  fact  that 
Coal  Mining  Engineer  Kennedy  is  in  Alaska  making  examination  of  the  ground  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  any  material  facts  which  may  be  ascertained  by  such  physical 
examination,  and  the  further  fact  that  Attorney  Sheridan,  who  for  the  past  year 
has  been  engaged  exclusively  in  the  trial  of  coal  land  cases — particularly  conspiracy 
cases — for  the  General  Land  Office,  has  been  heretofore  designated  to  conduct  this 
case,  and  is  now  under  orders  to  proceed  to  Seattle.  It  will  require  some  little  time 
for  him  to  familiarize  himself  with  the  facts.  I  do  not  understand,  however,  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  commissioner  that  we  shall  arbitrarily  postpone  the  trial  of  these 
cases  until  next  November,  but  that  they  shall  proceed  the  same  as  other  cases  as  soon 
as  the  General  Land  Office  has  the  evidence  in  hand  and  is  prepared  to  go  on. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  we  have  the  evidence  in  hand;  that  we  are  prepared  to  go  on; 
and  that  such  additional  details  of  evidence  as  may  be  required  would,  in  the  ordinary 
course,  be  in  hand  before  the  present  contemplated  proceedings  could  reach  the  stage 
of  the  actual  taking. of  testimony.  However,  I  defer,  of  course,  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  commissioner. 

Respectfully,  (Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
CWN. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 

July  1 7, 1909. 

My  Dear  Schwartz:  Glavia  has  written  me  a  letter  giving  the  history  of  the  coal 
cases  and  running  throughout  with  innuendo  against  me.  I  think  he  has  got  me  con- 
victed  of  conspiracy  in  nis  mind.  He  certainly  is  a  wonder;  I  would  not  have  his 
mind  for  all  the  money  in  the  world.    I  quote  from  the  last  of  the  letter. 

"Another  phase  of  the  investigation  to  which  I  beg  to  most  earnestly  call  your 
attention  is  my  telegram  to  you  dated  June  23,  1909,  as  follows: 

"'Have  not  received  affidavits  left  in  Washington  to  be  copied.  Have  any  admis- 
sions been  made  to  you  by  Alaska  coal  claimants?  Answer  by  wire  quick,  and  please 
write  synopsis  of  such  admissions.    Same  might  aid  investigations. ' 

"  'Under  date  of  June  24,  1909,  you  replied  as  follows: 

"'Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  yesterday.  Affidavits  transmitted  21st.  No 
admissions  made  by  claimants. ' 

"I  was,  therefore,  very  much  surprised  to  have  since  received  affidavits  and  verbal 
statements  from  persons  interested  in  the  acquisition  of  the  Alaska  coal  fields,  in  which 
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they  admit  or  give  every  reason  to  believe  that  they  were  attempting  to  fraudulently 
secure  title,  and  also  state  that  such  admissions  were  made  to  you  personally  while 
in  Washington  endeavoring  to  secure  such  legislation  that  would  validate  these  fraudu- 
lent claims.  Owing  to  their  avowed  friendship  and  admiration  of  you  I  was  unable 
to  detect  their  motive  in  the  premises  and  can  not,  therefore,  reconcile  their  state- 
ments to  the  telegram  above  quoted. 

"  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  this  phase  of  the  investigation  my  personal  attention 
upon  receipt  from  you  of  more  definite  information. 

li Respectfully,  L.  R.  Glavis." 

t  I  told  him  that  I  had  no  recollection  of  an  explicit  admission  by  Mr.  Harriman  that 
the  Alaska  Petroleum  and  Coal  Company  was  organized  for  the  purpose  of  taking  over 
the  coal  claims;  or  was  to  take  the  coal  claims;  or  was  to  have  an  interest  in  the  coal 
claims.  My  recollection  is,  in  talking  with  him  and  with  other  Alaskans,  there  was  a 
virtual  admission  that  these  claims  were  to  be  operated  together.  That  my  attention 
was  first  called  to  the  coal  feature  of  the  Petroleum  and  Coal  Company,  as  I  recollect 
it,  by  the  production  of  an  advertisement  in  a  magazine  advertising  tne  oil  company 
as  being  in  possession  of  coal  claims,  shown  me  by  Glavis  in  Portland  in  1908.  The 
conversation  was,  in  my  recollection,  a  general  one  and  not  a  specific  one — that  is,  with 
the  coal  claimants. 

It  is  possible  that  all  these  coal  men  talked  generally  with  me  at  the  time  legislation 
was  endeavored  to  be  secured;  and  you  know  that  I  stated  very  generally  that  I  could 
not  patent  unless  legislation  was  secured;  you  also  know  that  I  nave  stated  the  same 
after  the  Attorney-General's  opinion.  It  appears  that  after  Pierce  gave  his  opinion 
he  went  to  the  claimants  and  got  very  liberal  statements  from  them:  whether  he 
showed  the  opinion  or  not  I  do  not  know;  he  got  them  any  way  with  tne  knowledge 
of  the  Attorney-General's  opinion.  All  of  which  is  beautiful,  but  not  a  game  I  could 
play.  What  talk  they  gave  me  when  in  Washington  I  do  not  know,  but  it  certainly 
was  not  such  that  I  would  constitute  myself  an  investigating  committee,  although  it 
might  place  me  in  a  position  where  I  would  not  issue  patents  without  explanation. 

Now  what  do  you  think  of  this?  Is  the  boy  nutty?  The  rest  of  the  letter  is  as  bad, 
and  it  puzzles  me  to  think  what  sort  of  a  kid  he  is.  I  will  show  it  to  the  Secretary 
when  I  meet  him,  and  then  send  it  on  to  you.  If  necessary  I  will  take  it  to  Taft  to 
explain  any  relation  which  I  have  had  with  the  matter.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  thing 
pains  me  more  than  anything  else.    Can  you  analyze  it? 

Sheridan  and  the  other  two  will  go  to-morrow;  Sheridan  will  hold  himself  in  readi- 
ness to  take  the  cases  up  later. 

Best  wishes. 

Yours,  truly,  Fred  Dennett. 

%  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Seattle,  Wash.,  July  27, 1909. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  General  Land  Office,  Washington,  D.  C. 
My  Dear  Schwartz:  My  attempt  to  intercept  Phillips  and  Smith  was  futile,  as 
they  arrived  here.  I  would  have  telegraphed  you  earlier,  but  did  not  realize  until 
your  last  telegram  that  anyone  except  Sheridan  was  coming.  Sheridan  has  gone 
over  the  cases  thoroughly  and  thinks  that  the  evidence  which  it  is  hoped  to  gain 
from  Kennedy's  visit  to  Alaska  will  be  very  material,  and  therefore  it  is  the  best  to 
postpone  until  October  15.  I  have  concurred,  anticipating  your  acquiescence  by  the 
character  of  your  telegram  to  me.  The  Forestry  can  be  blamed  for  the  action  in  the 
matter.    I  hoped  to  receive  a  telegram  from  you  in  answer  to  mine  of  yesterday. 

The  rest  of  my  trip  will  be  on  quick  time,  with  the  exception  of  perhaps  a  day  or 
so  at  Lincoln,  if  I  conclude  to  go  in  the  640-acre  country. 

Sheridan  has  taken  charge  oi  the  Cunningham  case  and  impresses  me  very  favor- 
ably; I  think  he  can  handle  it  against  any  rival  lawyer  they  may  bring  against  him. 
The  rest  of  the  Alaska  cases  are  in  a  bad  mess.  Glavis  is  very  much  enthused  on  the 
proposition  of  canceling  them  all  and  getting  the  lands  back  in  cold  storage,  and  this 
is  just  about  what  will  happen  unless  Congress  helps  out. 

I  presume  you  have  my  itinerary  now  from  Altizer.  I  will  probably  run  ahead 
from  now  on  of  schedule  time. 

Tennant,  who  used  to  be  a  partner  of  Ballinger,  says  that  six  months  ago,  namely, 
February,  they  filed  the  application  of  the  Tunc  Valley  Irrigation  Company  for  right 
of  way  over  the  Colville,  in  Okanogan  County,  this  State;  he  says  they  have  heard 
nothing  at  all  about  it.    I  wish  you  would  look  this  up  and  have  him  advised. 
Very  respectfully, 

Fred  Dennett,  Commissioner. 
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Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 

Seattle,  Wash.,  July  t7, 1909. 
Tyf i»  w   h  Schwartz 

'  Chief  of  Field  Service,  G.  L.  0.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  I  arrived  in  Seattle  on  the  afternoon  of  the  24th  inst.,  and  immediately  con- 
ferred with  Mr.  Glavie  on  the  Cunningham  cane.    Mr.  G  la  vis  turned  over  to  me  all 
correspondence  on  file  in  hie  office  relative  to  this  case,  and  I  immediately  proceeded 
.  to  study  the  same  with  a  view  to  deciding  what  action  should  be  taken  in  the  premises. 

The  correspondence  is  rather  voluminous  and  required  my  time  until  yesterday  to 
digest  its  contents.  After  conferring  with  Mr.  Glavie  fully  on  this  matter  and  weigh- 
ing carefully  all  of  the  record  evidence  in  his  possession,  the  following  appeared  to  be 
the  principal  points  to  be  considered  in  this  case: 

First.  As  regards  the  value  of  the  record  evidence  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Glavie: 

There  are  a  number  of  affidavits  from  the  entrymen  which  corroborate  the  original 
affidavit  of  Mr.  Cunningham,  dated  March  6th,  1&08.  In  fact,  Mr.  Glavis  sent  copies 
of  this  affidavit  to  various  of  the  coal  claimants  whom  Mr.  Cunningham  pays  he  repre- 
sented and  their  corroboration  of  the  Cunningham  affidavit  was  made  on  a  sheet 
attached  thereto  and  then  returned  to  Mr.  Glavis.  This  procedure  was  observed  gen- 
erally. The  affidavits  show  a  practically  uniform  concurrence  in  the  statements  made 
by  Mr.  Cunningham  in  his  affidavit  already  referred  to.    Mr.  Cunningham  says: 

"We  have  an  understanding  that  when  the  patents  have  been  secured  we  would 
form  a  company  for  the  development  of  the  coal  fields,  but  none  of  the  claims  were 
taken  up  for  the  benefit  of  a  corporation,  but  merely  with  the  idea  when  titles  were 
secured  we  would  combine  our  claims  and  work  the  coal  field  for  ourselves." 

This  is  plainly  declared  to  be  illegal  and  in  direct  violation  of  the  law,  as  will 
appear  from  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  dated  Juno  12,  1909,  and  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  from  which  I  quote: 

"3.  A  verbal  agreement  by  two  or  more  entrymen  made  prior  to  the  initiation  of 
the  entry  that  upon  issuance  of  patent  the  entries  would  be  consolidated  and  mined 
at  the  joint  ex  Dense  of  each  claimant,  share  and  share  alike." 

Regarding  which  the  Attorney-General  says: 

"The  consummation  of  any  of  the  agreements  or  contracts  mentioned  in  any  of  the 
three  above-quoted  paragraphs  would  have  vested  in  one  association  or  corporation 
the  title  to  the  lands  embraced  in  several  entries  is  a  clear  violation  of  section  2350, 
R.  S.,  which  provides  that  'the  three  preceding  sections  shall  be  held  to  authorize 
only  one  entry  by  the  same  person  or  association  of  persons.'  " 

The  record  evidence  of  course  is  strong  on  this  point,  and  if  there  were  no  conflict 
all  would  be  well,  but  an  affidavit  of  Horace  M.  Davenport,  dated  July  10, 1909,  states: 

"If  there  was  any  company  in  connection  with  the  coal  claims  I  was  not  a  party  to 
it,  and  know  nothing  about  any  company  or  any  plan  to  group  the  several  claims.  Mr. 
Cunningham  never  made  any  proposition  to  me  that  he  would  sell  my  claim  and  get 
one-eighth  of  the  profit  derived  from  same." 

Furthermore,  in  an  additional  affidavit  of  Mr.  Cunningham,  dated  September  4, 
1908,  Mr.  Cunningham  proceeds  to  explain  away  the  significance  of  the  notation  made 
by  him  in  his  journal  concerning  his  relation  with  the  coal  claimants  in  this  case. 

From  the  foregoing  it  is  apparent  that  there  is  going  to  be  an  entire  change  of  front 
from  what  was  originally  set  out  in  the  first  Cunningham  affidavit  and  that,  beyond 
a  question,  the  claimants  will  be  coached  in  accordance  with  Cunningham's  desire 
in  this  matter.  This  will  give  an  entire  conflict  and  would  leave  the  case,  as  regards 
the  record  evidence,  in  a  very  jumbled  condition. 

Second.  As  regards  the  Government's  witnesses  available  at  this  time  in  case  a 
hearing  were  to  be  immediately  taken  up,  Special  Agents  S.  M.  Stoner  and  Andrew 
Kennedy  are  absent  in  Alaska  at  present,  and  from  what  I  learn  from  Mr.  Glavis,  their 
instructions  were  not  such  as  necessarily  to  have  them  complete  the  examination  of 
the  Cunningham  {group  before  considering  several  other  groups  under  investigation 
there  also;  hence  it  is  not  at  present  known  whether  or  not  they  would  be  of  any  use 
if  immediately  called,  as  it  may  well  be,  but  that  they  have  spent  their  time  examining 
other  than  the  Cunningham  group  to  date.  Again,  with  the  best  possible  speed,  they 
could  hardly  return  to  Seattle  before  a  month  from  now.  Timber  Expert  Ames,  of  the 
Forestry  Department,  I  am  informed,  is  now  in  Alaska  and  on  his  way  to  the  Cunning- 
ham group.  Now,  inasmuch  as  four  of  the  thirty-three  entries  in  this  Cunningham 
group  were  taken  up  for  their  timber  rather  than  their  coal  values — for  it  is  conceded 
By  the  parties  interested  that  they  are  not  valuable  as  coal  lands — the  condition  of 
these  four  entries  as  regards  their  timber  would  be  a  material  piece  of  evidence;  for  it 
appears  from  the  record  evidence  now  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Glavis  that  the  entry- 
men  who  took  up  these  four  entries  have  been  similarly  assessed  with  those  who  took 
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up  the  coal  entries.  Therefore  it  is  logical  to  assume  that,  the  assessment  being  the 
same  and  the  values  of  the  lands  decidedly  different,  these  timber  lands,  if  such  they 
be,  were  taken  up  as  a  community  proposition  to  be  utilized  by  all  of  tbe  claimants 
in  connection  with  their  general  scheme  of  jointly  developing  the  entire  tract  for  all. 
If  this  assumption  be  correct,  it  is  of  course  very  desirable  to  establish  the  exact*  con- 
dition of  these  four  entries  as  regards  their  timber.  Again,  from  what  I  can  learn  from 
the  record  evidence  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Glavis,  and  which  is  supported  by  his 
own  personal  opinion  of  the  situation,  it  appears  that  nearly  all  of  the  money  ex- 
pended was  on  one  general  tunnel,  which  necessarily  would  be  of  immediate  benefit 
only  to  the  entry  upon  which  it  is  constructed  and  perhaps  a  few  adjoining  entries. 
It  will  be  apparent  to  you  from  this  situation  that  a  map  of  the  actual  conditions  on 
the  ground  as  regards  development  and  timber  is  essential  to  establish  the  Govern- 
ment's contention.  From  the  record  evidence  it  appears  that  Mr.  Cunningham  will 
•contend  that  thirty-odd  openings  have  been  made  on  these  entries,  his  aim  being  to 
show  that  they  were  individual  and  independent  concerns.  Now,  if,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  a  map  made  on  the  ground  shows  this  not  to  be  the  case,  and  that  all  develop- 
ment properly  so  called  was  upon  one  main  tunnel,  you  can  realize  how  strong  will 
be  the  Government's  case  and  now  easy  a  matter  it  will  be  to  defeat  these  entries. 

From  my  past  experience  in  conducting  hearings,  and  after  a  careful  study  of  the 
record  evidence  available,  I  can  readily  see  what  the  plan  of  the  defense  is.  Should 
we  proceed  to  the  hearing  without  the  assistance  of  an  engineer  and  coal  expert,  such 
as  Mr.  Kennedy  is,  they  might  readily  contend  many  things  to  strengthen  their  case 
which  we  would  be  unable  to  refute  for  want  of  a  thorough  knowlecjge  of  the  actual 
conditions  on  the  ground.  This,  of  course,  would  prove  a  serious  impediment  to  the 
success  of  our  contention;  and,  inasmuch  as  there  are  over  five  thousand  acres  of  land 
involved,  most  of  which  is  conceded  to  be  valuable  coal  land,  I  feel  that  it  is  only 
safe  and  consistent  to  have  an  exhibit  at  the  hearing  setting  out  developments,  im- 
provements, and  timber  conditions  on  this  group  before  proceeding.  This  is  my  very 
best  judgment  on  the  matter;  and  in  view  of  the  importance  of  winning  this  first 
Alaska  case — for  I  am  convinced  that  the  Government  should  prevail  in  it — I  do  not 
care  to  recommend  an  immediate  hearing  and  then  entirely  disappoint  you  in  the 
result. 

I  fully  realize  your  desire  to  urge  this  matter  to  a  speedy  conclusion  and  it  is  my 
aim  to  cooperate  with  you  most  heartily  to  this  end;  but  I  am  sure  that  when  you 
have  considered  the  points  set  out  in  this  letter,  and  the  importance  of  this  case,  that 
yon  will  agree  with  me  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  hazard  a  hearing  when  the 
result  will  necessarily  be  so  doubtful.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  all  I  could  do  at  present, 
were  you  to  immediately  appoint  a  United  States  commissioner  and  direct  a  hearing, 
would  be  to  put  Mr.  Glavis  on  the  stand,  introduce  the  record  testimony,  and  then 
depend  upon  the  cross-examination  of  about  thirty-three  coached  witnesses  to  estab- 
lish the  Government's  contention.  You  will  agree  with  me,  I  am  sure,  that  this 
would  not  be  wise. 

Mr.  Glavis  suggests  that  the  hearing  be  set  for  about  the  15th  of  October.  He  and  I 
are  agreed  that  it  will  be  promptly  finished  when  we  have  this  field  evidence  from 
Alaska  at  hand.  Furthermore,  were  Special  Agents  Stoner  and  Kennedy  to  be  imme- 
diately recalled,  assuming  that  they  were  ready  to  testify  on  this  Cunningham  group, 
thin  would  necessarily  postpone  the  completion  of  field  investigations  on  all  of  the 
other  Alaska  coal  entries — which  Mr.  Glavis  informs  me  are  about  nine  hundred  in 
number — until  next  summer.  This  clearly  would  occasion  great  expense  and  addi- 
tional delay  in  the  whole  Alaska  situation.  I  merely  mention  these  points  as  side- 
lights on  the  Cunningham  case  and  do  not  desire  to  be  misunderstood  as  volunteering 
any  advice  on  the  matter  outside  of  its  significance  in  that  respect.  Mr.  Glavis  ana 
I  are  of  the  opinion  that  even  if  we  await  the  arrival  of  this  Alaska  testimony  we  can 
complete  the  hearing  on  the  Cunningham  group  and  place  the  record  before  the  com- 
missioner for  his  decision  before  the  end  of  December  of  this  year,  providing,  of  course, 
no  untoward  event  retards  us  and  that  the  other  side  does  not  resort  to  dilatory 
tactics.  I  realize  the  Government  has  the  whip-hand  in  these  hearings  and,  of  course, 
if  1  am  called  upon  by  you  to  conduct  same  I  will  drive  the  matter  as  hard  as  con- 
sistently can  be  done. 

I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  case  be  postponed  and  hearing  not  set  until 
such  time  as  the  Alaska  testimony  is  at  hand  and  ready  to  be  used  in  the  hearing. 

There  is  no  additional  record  evidence  to  be  obtained^  at  present,  as  far  as  we  know, 
and  hence  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  keep  Special  Agents  Smith  and  Phillips  here 
for  that  purpose. 

I  desire  to  state  that  in  reaching  my  conclusions  on  this  matter  and  in  making  my 

recommendations  I  have  been  influenced  solely  by  the  facts  in  the  case  as  they 

ppear  from  the  record  evidence  available  and  from  my  own  best  judgment  of  the 
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matter.    Mr.  Glavis  has  in  no  way  attempted  to  influence  me  on  this  matter  and  I 
had  made  up  my  mind  as  to  what  I  thought  best  to  do  in  the  premises  before  I  con- 
ferred with  him  on  this  case  in  detail,  hence  I  wish  to  assume  entire  responsibility 
for  the  recommendation  which  I  make  in  this  communication. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

(Signed)  James  M.  Sheridan, 

Special  Agent,  G.  L.  0. 
JMS/ES. 
(Pen)  Aug.  1/09. 

I  concur.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  Field  Service,  Q.  L.  O. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

•General  Land  Office, 

July  28, 1909. 
My  Dear  Schwartz:  In  mv  conversation  with  Glavis  when  I  arrived  here  I  stated 
too  broadly  that  the  matter  of  field  investigation  had  not  been  taken  up  with  me;  in 
this  I  was  inaccurate.  I  afterwards  recollected  your  bringing  the  matter  up  and  my 
saying  that  the  one  tunnel  would  probably  be  admitted,  and  that  a  field  investigation 
was  only  necessary  in  case  of  desiring  to  establish  the  coal  character  of  the  land. 
Under  all  the  circumstances  it  is  better  to  postpone. 

Glavis  told  ml  that  he  did  not  want  help  to  finish  the  cases.  He  now  comes  and 
asks  for  Pollard,  who  is  here.  In  view  of  the  charges  he  himself  made  against  Pollard, 
I  do  not  think  the  request  should  be  granted.  \Vhen  the  depositions  are  to  be  taken 
we  can  furnish  some  one  better  than  Pollard.  It  is  my  present  impression  that 
Sheridan,  who  impresses  me  very  favorably  as  an  able,  aggressive  lawyer,  with  a  good 
head,  should  be  placed  in  charge  of  all  the  hearings  at  a  later  date. 

I  can  only  think  that  Glavis  is  losing  his  head .    He  certainly  is  endeavoring  to  "  foul 
the  nest." 
Best  wishes. 

Sincerely,  Fred  Dennett. 

The  inclosed  is  from  a  man  who  called  on  me  at  solicitation  of  the  judge.  He  is  a 
detective  and  did  not  impress  me  favorably.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  as  I  need 
hardly  tell  you,  no  appointments  will  be  made  to  the  excepted  class  without  your 
advice.  How  did  it  originate?  We  took  the  matter  up  casually,  but  I  thought  we 
did  not  press  it. 


P — HHS.  Department  op  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Opfice, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  28, 1909. 
Mr.  John  P.  Gray,  Wallace,  Idaho. 

Sir:  I  have  your  wire  of  the* 26th  advising  that  the  proposed  stipulation  in  Clarence 
Cunningham  group  of  Alaska  coal  cases  is  satisfactory  and  that  you  will  appear  as 
attorney  for  all  the  entries. 

You  are  advised  that  since  receipt  of  your  last  wire  the  Forest  -Service  has  filed 
formal  protest  against  the  hearing  of  these  cases  at  this  time,  alleging  that  it  desires  to 
make  certain  field  examinations  on  its  own  behalf,  the  lands  now  being  within  a 
national  forest.  The  Department  of  Agriculture  irakes  formal  application  that  the 
hearings  be  delayed  until  November  1st .  This  req  uest  for  additional  delay  was  based r 
in  part,  upon  the  opinion  of  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis,  now  at  Seattle,  that  the 
cases  should  not  proceed  to  hearing  until  the  return  of  two  government  employees  now 
in  Alaska.  In  view  of  a  message  received  by  me  from  the  commissioner,  who  is  now 
in  Seattle,  it  is  my  opinion  that  these  cases  can  not  be  brought  to  trial  until  sometime 
early  in  October.  In  the  meantime  it  is  suggested  that  you  file  your  formal  appearance 
with  the  record  in  this  case  on  behalf  of  all  entrymen,  and,  further,  that  you  prepare 
and  forward  to  this  office  a  stipulation  covering  the  one  referred  to  m  my  letter  of  the 
7th  to  Cunningham,  with  the  additional  clause  that  the  cases  may  be  consolidated 
and  tried  as  one  case. 

Respectfully,  (Signed )  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioiier. 
OWN. 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.       351 

Exhibit  6. 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 

July  £8, 1909. 
My  Dear  Schwartz:  In"my  conversation  with  Glavis  when  I  arrived  here,  I  stated 
too  broadly  that  the  matter  of  field  investigation  had  not  been  taken  up  with  me.  In 
this  I  was  inaccurate.  I  afterwards  recollected  your  bringing  the  matter  up  and  my 
saying  that  the  one  tunnel  would  probably  be  admitted  and  that  a  field  investigation 
was  only  necessary  in  case  of  desiring  to  establish  the  coal  character  of  the  land. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  it  is  better  to  postpone. 

Glavis  told  me  that  he  did  not  want  to  help  to  finish  the  cases.  He  now  comes  and 
asks  for  Pollard,  who  is  here.  In  view  of  the  charges  he  himself  made  against  Pollard,  I 
do  not  think  the  request  should  be  granted .  When  the  depositions  are  to  be  taken,  we 
can  furnish  some  one  better  than  Pollard.  It  is  my  present  impression  that  Sheridan, 
who  impresses  me  very  favorably  as  an  able,  aggressive  lawyer,  with  a  good  head, 
should  be  placed  in  charge  of  all  the  hearings  at  alater  date. 

I  can  only  think  that  Glavis  is  losing  his  head.  He  certainly  is  endeavoring  to 
"foul  the  nest." 

Best  wishes,  Fred  Dennett. 

The  inclosed  is  from  a  man  who  called  on  me  at  solicitation  of  the  Judge.  He  is  a 
detective  and  did  not  impress  me  favorably.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  as  I  need 
hardly  tell  you.  no  appointment*  will  be  made  to  the  excepted  class  without  your 
advice.  How  did  it  originate?  We  took  the  matter  up  casually,  but  I  thought  we 
did  not  press  it. 


Memo:  July  28,  1908:  Upon  inquiry  Mr.  Glavis  this  date,  I  was  informed  by  him 
that  specific  instructions  were  given  men  now  in  Alaska  to  have  Cunningham  case 
completed  before  their  return  this  summer;  alto,  Mr.  Glavis  informs  me  he  does  not 
need  Mr.  Smith  or  Mr.  Phillips  either  on  Cunningham  or  other  coal  cases  now  under 
investigation  there;  that  he  has  enough  men  to  complete  Alaska  field  work,  at  present 
under  way,  before  this  summer  is  over. 

J.  M.  Sheridan. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  July  t9t  1909. 
The  Commissioner  op  the  General  Land  Office. 

8tR:  Referring  to  letter  of  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  in  re  Cunningham  coal 
eases,  Alaska,  I  enclose  herewith  letter  of  even  date  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
relative  to  delay  in  hearings. 
Very  respectfully, 

(Signed)  Frank  Pierce, 

Acting  Secretary. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  July  29,  1909. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Sir:  Replying  to  your  letters  of  July  21  and  24,  1909,  requesting  delay  in  holding 
hearings  involving  coal-land  entries  in  the  Cunningham  group,  Juneau  (Alaska)  land 
district,  I  have  to  advise  you  that  this  department  will  gladly  cooperate  with  your 
department  in  obtaining  the  material  facts  with  reference  to  these  claims  and  will 
take  proper  action  when  the  reports  are  received.  However,  these  entries  have  now 
been  suspended  for  three  years  and  it  is  important  that  very  early  action  be  had  relative 
thereto,  not  only  because  of  the  personal  interests  of  the  claimants,  but  of  the  vital 
importance,  both  to  the  people  of  Alaska  and  to  the  Government,  that  some  portion  of 
the  Alaska  coal  deposits  be  available  for  use. 

I  have  therefore  to  request  that  the  Forest  Service  be  directed  to  expedite  in  every 
possible  manner  whatever  investigation  it  may  desire  to  make,  and  to  file  its  findings 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment . 
.     "Very  respectfully, 

Frank  Pierce, 

Acting  Secretary. 
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Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington  July  t9, 1909. 
The  Commissioner  op  the  General  Land  Office. 

Sis:  Referring  to  letter  of  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  in  re  Cunningham  coal 
casea;  Alaska,  I  inclose  herewith  letter  of  even  date  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
relative  to  delay  in  hearings. 
Very  respectfully, 

Frank  Pierce, 
Acting  Secretary. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  July  SO,  1909, 
Hon.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  of  Field  Service,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Schwartz:  Conditions  in  this  office  seem  to  be  in  good  shape.  I  am  of 
the  impresBion  that  Christensen  has  his  case  in  good  control.  He  complains,  how- 
ever, that  they  were  not  well  filed  and  that  he  has  had  considerable  trouble  in  ascer- 
taining the  exact  situation  of  matters  before  him.  This,  of  course,  arises  from  the 
Old  trouble  and  also  from  the  fact  that,  as  I  gather  it,  the  system  was  not  as  good  as 
it  should  have  been. 

I  am  to  see  McCourt  to-day  and  will  urge  upon  him  the  necessity  of  pressing  all 
cases.  Delay  in  a  great  number  of  cases  has  been  occasioned  by  the  fact  that  the 
Dorgan  and  Devine  case  is  a  test  one,  and  upon  it  hinges  the  fate  of  About  200  other 
cases.  It  is  being  held  up  pending  a  conference  between  Lawler  and  McCourt.  I 
saw  the  Secretary  last  night,  and  Be  suggests  that  we  ask  McCourt  to  forward  the 
papers  to  Lawler  so  that  they  can  be  gone  over  and  not  necessarily  wait  until  Lawler 
appears  here. 

(The  following  appeared  in  ink  in  the  margin:  "He  is  out  and  could  not  be  reached. 
This  will  be  done.    Evans,  Assistant  United  States  Attorney-General,  agrees."] 

With  the  work  that  Christensen  has  to  do  here  you  were  quite  right  in  refusing  to 
detail  Jones  to  Glavis.  A  great  number  of  Christensen's  men  are  new  men,  ana  it 
would  be  a  mistake  to  weaken  him  by  taking  any  of  his  experienced  men  away.  In 
fact,  it  is  my  impression,  although  he  has  not  complained,  that  another  good  man 
could  be  employed  to  advantage.  He  has  a  case  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  State 
which  has  never  been  worked  up,  but  which  presents  considerable  possibilities.  He 
trusts  to  be  able  to  go  into  this  nimself . 

Arundell  has  not  yet  received  his  appointment.  I  wish  you  would  see  that  this 
comes  forward  as  soon  as  possible. 

Wingate  has  been  employed  by  the  Forest  people  and  directed  to  report  for  instruc- 
tion to  Glavis.  The  latter  was  here  this  morning  on  his  way  to  Spokane  and  Moscow. 
He  was  not  very  explicit  as  to  his  reasons  for  coming  here,  but  judge  it  was  to  meet 
Wingate  and  give  him  directions. 

The  only  trouble  that  I  have  met  in  the  field  so  far  was  that  concerning  which  I 
have  written  you  and  telegraphed.  There  is  no  necessity  in  the  world  for  it,  and  it 
looks  to  me  just  like  bad  blood. 

Have  you  thought  of  Dezendorf  for  the  position  on  the  board  of  law  review?  I 
understand  that  he  used  to  be  a  mineral  man. 

[The  following  appeared  in  ink  on  the  markin:  "Oregon  Lumber  Company.  G 
appeared  embarrassed.    C.  will  report  what  he  was  doing. "] 

Have  a  letter  prepared  addressed  to  surveyors-general  asking  them  to  submit  their 
opinions  on  the  question  of  doing  the  remaining  surveys  directly  under  the  office  by 
the  employment  of  surveyors  instead  of  under  the  contract  system.  I  find  that  tho 
surveyor-general  here  is  in  favor  of  it,  and  I  want  to  make  a  big  fight  for  it  this  fall. 

I  hope  to  be  back  from  the  15th  to  20th,  but  will  probably  take  a  few  days*  leave. 

If  there  is  anything  important  after  my  interview  with  McCourt  will  write  yon 
again. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Freo  Dennett, 

Commissioner. 


Hustle  all  Siletz  canes.     We  will  try  them  and  thus  clear  records  of  the  cases. 
Did  so. 

H.  H.  8. 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.       359 

R  Department  of  Agriculture, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  SI,  1909. 
The  honorable  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sis:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  your  letter  without  date,  requesting  expedi- 
tion in  the  examination  by  the  Forest  Service  of  coal  land  entries  in  the  Cunningham 
group,  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  district. 

I  have  to  advise  vou  that  every  effort  is  being  made  to  expedite  the  examination* 
as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  that  orders  have  been  given  for  an  agent  to  proceed  at  once 
to  the  district  in  question . 

Very  respectfully,  (Signed)  James  Wilson, 

Secretary. 


Exhibit  7. 

The  Portland, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  July  31,  1909. 
Dear  Schwartz:  Dennett  and  I  had  quite  a  talk  on  the  coal  cases,  especially  that 
part  showing  him  up.    He  has  no  doubt  written  you  stating  that  I  am  trying  to  involve 
him.  etc.    I  want  you  to  weigh  the  facts  and  determine  whether  my  action  was  not 
the  Met  way  in  which  to  present  it — think  of  the  other  methods  that  could  have  been 
followed,    tie  realizes  that  he  has  not  done  right.    1  could  go  into  details  and  tell  you 
many  thingB,  but  I  shall  not  do  so  because  the  purpose  of  this  letter  is  not  to  influence 
you  against  Dennett.    However,  I  do  not  want  him  to  impair  our  friendship,  which  I 
prize  very  highly,  as  I- have  few  real  friends.    I  again  do  not  wish  our  friendship  to 
influence  you  in  doing  your  duty  officially. 
Keep  out  of  the  cases.    If  possible,  let  Dennett  fight  his  own  battles. 
It  is  my  opinion  that  neither  Dennett  nor  B.  will  last  long,  and  surely  not  Dennett— L 
he  can  not  remain  in.    Now,  under  such  circumstances,  why. do  you  not  try  for  the 
place?    I  am  quite  sure  you  can  win  out.    In  other  words,  Schwartz,  you  have  known 
my  opinion  of  D.  for  a  long  time,  and  as  he  is  in  a  tight  place  at  present,  he  will  be  very 
apt  to  try  to  place  the  blame  on  some  one  else. 

.    Your  friend,  Louis  (R.  Glavis). 


P — HHS.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  3,  1909+ 
Mr.  Jambs  M.  Sheridan, 

Special  Agent,  G.  L.  0.,  Seattle,  Washington. 
Sir:  I  have  your  letter  of  the  27th  ultimo,  in  reference  to  the  status  of  investigation 
involving  the  Cunningham  group  of  coal  entries  in  Alaska,  and  note  your  opinion  that 
a  proper  presentation  of  this  case  will  necessarily  await  return  of  Special  Agents 
Kennedy  and  S toner  from  Alaska,  and  that  it  is  expected  the  taking  of  testimony  may 
begin  on  October  15. 

I  concur  in  your  letter,  and  you  will  continue  in  charge  of  the  case  and  bring  it  to 
such  state  of  completion  as  will  enable  the  Government  to  properly  present  all  the 
facts.  In  the  meantime  this  office  will  arrange  for  stipulation  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Cunningham  croup  for  the  taking  of  testimony  before  a  commissioner 
and  for  the  consolidation  of  all  the  claims,  as  to  which  matter  you  are  directed  to  reply 
to  my  telegram  of  July  16,  1909,  to  Mr.  Glavie,  requesting  the  names  of  the  towns  and 
the  order  in  which  it  is  desired  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  take  testimony,  which 
telegram  Mr.  G  la  vis  has  neglected  to  answer. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed;  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

CWN.  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
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[Telegram.] 

P-HHS  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  5,  1909. 
Special  Agent  McEniry, 

Denver,  Colo.: 
My  letter  July  twenty-one  to  Sheridan  addressed  to  him  at  Denver,  Cunningham 
case.    Has  he  secured  letter? 

(Signed)  Schwartz, 

OWN     WU  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 


[The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company.] 
[Received  at  Wyatt  Building,  oor.  14th  and  F  streets,  Washington,  D.  C] 

Aug.  5,  1909. 
629    ch    s2    L&o    19    Collect.    Govt    650pm. 

Denver,  Col.,  5. 
Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washn.,  D.  C: 
Baje  to-day,  Sheridan  received  letter  here  August  second,  forwarded  from  Seattle. 

McEniry. 
The  foregoing  telegram  contains  the  following  notation  on  face: 
P/Cunningham    Coal  Case  (Alaska).    H.  H.  S. 


P-HHS.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  7,  1909. 
Mr.  M.  D.  McEniry, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Denver,  Colo. 
Sir:  I  have  your  telegram  in  reference  to  my  letter  to  Special  Agent  Sheridan, 
which  it  appears  was  sent  to  Denver  instead  of  Seattle,  thereby  failing  to  reach  him. 
Please  so  arrange  Mr.  Sheridan's  details  that  he  will  be  available  upon  short  notice 
to  return  to  Seattle.    It  will  be  necessary  for  Mr.  Sheridan  to  return  to  Seattle,  and 
try  the  Cunningham  group  of  coal  cases,  and,  possibly,  Other  Alaska  cases. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

CWN.  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 


[Telegram.] 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  It,  1909. 
M.  D.  McEniry, 

Chief of Field  Division,  E.  6c  C.  Building,  Denver,  Colo.: 
Direct  Sheridan  to  return  to  Seattle  and  work  on  Cunningham  case  until  same  shall 
be  concluded. 

(Signed)  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 


[Telegram.] 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  11,  1909. 
James  M.  Sheridan, 

Special  Agent,  care  Olavis,  PostrOffice  Building,  Seattle,  Washington: 

You  will  act  as  attorney  for  Government  in  trial  of  Cunningham  case.    Give  your 

time  to  thorough  consideration  evidence  and  law  applicable.    Submit  to  this  office 

the  form  in  which  Government's  charges  should  fee  stated.    On  that  see  Glavis' 

suggestions.    John  P.  Gray,  of  Wallace,  Idaho,  wires  he  is  attorney  for  each  claimant. 
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Secure  from  him  proper  appearance  by  him  as  attorney  for  each  claimant.  Then  draw 
stipulation  that  the  thirty-three  Cunningham  group  entry  hearings  may  be  consoli- 
dated and  tried  together;  that  Gray  will  accept  service  of  charges  for  each  entryman 
and  that  taking  of  testimony  may  be  begun  at  any  time  in  October,  nineteen  nine, 
after  five  days'  written  notice  to  Gray;  that  the  evidence  shall  be  taken  before  a  com- 
missioner to  take  evidence  appointed  by  this  office,  official  stenographers  to  be  named 
by  this  office,  and  commissioner  to  proceed  from  place  to  place  and  take  evidence 
unless  it  is  found  necessary  to  take  deposition  because  of  distant  location  of  witness; 
notice  to  take  deposition  to  follow  rules  of  practice;  that  service  of  charges  and  con- 
sideration of  the  evidence  by  local  office  be  waived,  and  record  to  go  to  this  office 
for  decision  in  first  instance,  with  usual  right  of  appeal  reserved.  If  Gray  refuses  to 
stipulate,  charges  will  be  served  through  the  local  office  and  case  proceed  under  rules. 
At  such  times  as  Glavis  is  out  of  Seattle  you  will  take  charge  of  records  and  corre- 
spondence in  case.  Consult  Glavis  and  wire  whether  feasible  to  send  Colorado  coal 
engineers  to  aid  in  Alaska  field  examination  of  other  cases  and  so  permit  return  of 
Kennedy  and  Stoner  after  they  complete  examination  of  Cunningham  lands.  Should 
suggested  action  be  advisable  and  Forest  Service  prefer  to  keep  its  man  in  Alaska 
until  all  claims  are  examined,  we  may  take  his  deposition  later  if  his  work  should 
develop  anything  of  value  not  already  covered  by  our  own  engineers. 

(Signed)  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
R8C.    Chg.    G.L.O.    W.U. 


Exhibit  3. 

Washington,  D.  C,  August  18,  1909. 
Mr.  Jambs  M.  Sheridan, 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office,  Seattle,  Wash. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Sheridan:  I  inclose  you  herewith  copies  of  letters  of  date  July  20 r 
July  26,  a  memorandum  without  date,  July  28,  and  July  31. 

These  matters  are  brought  to  my  unofficial  attention,  but  they  pertain  entirely 
to  official  matters.  You  need  not  give  consideration  to  the  last  two  paragraphs  in  the 
letter  of  July  31. 

You  will  call  upon  the  writer  or  author  of  the  letter  of  July  31,  1909,  addressed 
to  me,  and  advise  him  that  I  am  in  no  way  prejudiced  against  him  by  reason  of  any 

frevious  matters,  or  any  matter  referred  to  in  said  letter,  and  that,  on  the  other  hand, 
am  in  no  way  prejudiced  against  the  person  to  whom  he  makes  reference,  but  that 
it  is  necessary  that  thorough  investigation  be  made  of  any  official  matter  which  may 
form  the  basis  of  the  opinion  of  the  writer.  You  will  also  make  any  independent 
inquiry  or  investigation  that  may  be  necessary. 

You  will  advise  the  writer  of  the  letter  of  July  31  that  the  subject-matter  of  this 
letter  and  the  inclosures  attached  are  known  only  to#  yourself,  himself,  and  myself, 
and  that  there  is  to  be  no  suggestion  made  or  given  out  that  tnis  matter  is  a  subject 
of  inquiry. 

After  you  shall  have  completed  your  investigation,  you  will  submit  your  report, 
together  with  this  letter  and  inclosures,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
This  is  an  official  direction  to  you  in  my  capacity  as  chief  of  the  field  service. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  of  the  Field  Service. 


Washington,  D.  C,  August  20,  1909. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinoer, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Dear  Sir:  I  am  sending  you  herewith  a  letter  for  Special  Agent  Sheridan.  Please 
have  Mr.  Carr  hand  it  to  Mr.  Sheridan,  unless  you  wish  to  make  other  disposition 
of  it.  I  have  hesitated  taking  any  action  upon  the  letter  of  July  31  because  of  its 
personal  reference,  but  feel  there  is  no  alternative.  About  the  "day  of  its  receipt, 
and  before  newspaper  canards  were  being  published,  I  answered  the  letter,  but 
retained  no  copy  of  such  answer.  I  advised  the  writer  that  my  confidence  in  him 
was  not  shaken,  and  that,  on  the  other  hand,  my  confidence  in  Fred  was  complete, 
and  I  felt  the  writer  of  the  letter  was  utterly  mistaken;  that  the  charges  set  up  in  his 
letter  could  not  be  presented  to  me  unofficially,  and  I  take  no  action  officially;  that 
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either  (i  la  vis  or  Dennett  would  have  to  resign,  or  Glavis  discover  his  mistake  and 
make  suitable  reparation  by  apology:  that  so  far  as  the  commissionership  was  con- 
cerned my  entire  confidence  and  loyalty  was  with  Mr.  Dennett. 

Glavis  should  not  be  able  to  say  in  the  future  that  he  put  this  matter  up  to  us  and 
we  did  nothing.  Some  of  the  papers  indicated  that  Glavis  knew  so  mucnthe  lAnd 
Office  dared  not  discharge  him.  He  is  necessary  to  the  trial  of  the  Cunningham 
cases,  union*  we  are  to  start  over  again.  I  think  the  Forest  Service  would  like  us  to 
discharge  him,  that  they  might  employ  him  and  use  it  for  newspaper  purposes. 
Respectfully, 

H.  II.  Schwartz. 


August  20,  19W. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Hallinger, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

Sir:  As  to  the  158.68  acres  involved  in  the  entry  of  lauds  at  Bozeman,  Mont., 
June  11,  1909,  and  which  was  published  as  15,868  acres  of  land,  valuable  for  power 
sites,  and  alleged  to  have  been  entered  in  the  interest  of  power  corporations,  I  have 
the  honor  to  report  as  follows: 

On  December  23,  1899,  George  L.  Ramsey  deeded  to  the  United  States  160  acres 
of  land  in  the  Sierra  Forest  Reserve,  and  under  the  act  of  June  4,  1897  (30  Stat.,  36), 
selected  in  lieu  thereof  4  unsurveyed  tracts  of  40  acres  each  in  T.  4  N .,  R.  3  E.,  M.  M., 
Montana,  Bozeman  district.    Said  act  authorized  selection  of  unsurveyed  lands. 

On  May  21,  1900,  Ramsey  filed  his  application  to  amend  the  selection  so  as  to  change 
unsurveyed  NE.  J  of  SW.  J  of  sec.  10  in  said  township  to  surveyed  lot  1,  sec.  14,  T.. 
3  N.,  R.  2  E.,  containing  38.68  acres.  He  showed  that  he  had  made  a  mistake  in 
describing  the  tract  which  he  had  intended  to  select,  said  tract  being  really  described 
as  part  of  section  11,  which  was  railroad  land  and  not  subject  to  entry.  The  amend- 
ment was  allowed  by  this  office  August  22,  1902.  Ramsey  was  required  to  waive  his 
right  to  take  the  full  area  of  40  acres  when  he  chose  this  tract  of  38.68  acres,  and  this 
area  accounts  for  the  fractional  acreage  in  the  selection  -as  amended.  Afterwards  a 
contest  alleging  prior  settlement  on  this  lot  was  filed,  but  on  hearing  it  was  decided 
in  Ramsey's  favor  February  8,  1905.     No  action  has  since  been  taken. 

As  to  the  other  three  unsurveyed  tracts  selected  by  RaniBey  in  1899,  the  law  requires 
that  when  land  is  finally  surveyed  the  selector  must  file  an  additional  paper  giving  the 
new  survey  description  of  the  land  sought. 

On  June  11,  1909,  Ramsey  filed  proof  which  showed  that  one  of  the  other  three  lota 
selected  by  him  was  properly  described  (as  it  was  in  the  original  selection)  as  SE.  J  of 
NE.  J  of  sec.  8,  T.  4  N.,  R.  3  E.,  M.  M.,  the  plat  of  survey,  included  in  this  section, 
having  been  approved  June  30,  1908,  and  filed  in  the  local  office  November  23, 1908. 
He  also  showed  that  the  two  tracts  described  in  his  original  selection  by  metes  and 
bounds  had  proven  to  be,  according  to  said  plat,  SW.  J  of  NE.  J  of  sec.  23  in  said 
township,  being  land  embraced  in  a  railway  grant,  and  tnat  the  other  tract  described 
in  that  manner  had  proven  to  be  SW.  J  of  SW.  J  of  Pec.  36  in  said  township,  a  tract 
which  passed  to  the  State  under  its  school  grant.  He  therefore  asked  to  have  his 
claim  as  to  said  two  tracts  canceled,  and  that  he  be  allowed  to  select  in  lieu  thereof 
two  other  forties.  The  matter  came  before  this  office.  By  letter  of  July  15,  1909, 
Ramsey's  selection  as  to  the  tracts  in  sectionrf23  and  36  was  canceled,  but  so  far  as 
concerned  his  application  to  have  other  lands  instead  thereof  the  following  instructions 
were  sent  to  the  local  land  officers: 

"In  your  letter  of  June  11,  1909,  with  which  you  transmitted  the  above-indicated 
application,  you  failed  to  report  as  to  the  occupancv  or  nonoccupancy  of  the  NE.  Jof 
NE.  i  of  see.  26,  T.  3  N.,  R.  2  E.,  and  NW.  \  of  SE.  J  of  sec.  28,  T.  3  N.,  R.  3  E., 
desired  to  be  selected  in  lieu  of  the  tracts  described.  You  will  accordingly  make 
prompt  report  relative  thereto.  In  the  meantime  reserve  such  tracts  from  further 
entry  until  otherwise  notified.  There  is  also  on  file  with  the  papers  in  the  case  a 
protest  by  William  H.  Harbison,  who  made  homestead  application  to  enter  SE.  J  of 
sec.  28,  but  consideration  of  said  protest,  as  well  as  consideration  of  the  proposed 
amendment,  will  be  deferred  until  vour  report,  above  indicated ,  is  received  in  this 
office." 

No  further  steps  have  been  taken  in  the  case  since  July  15,  1909,  and,  as  wiH  be 
seen  from  the  above,  the  entire  matter  is  still  pending;  that  is,  the  selection  now 
embraces  lot  l,sec.  14,  T.  3  N.,  R.  2  E.,  and  SE.  {of  NE.  ±of  sec.  8,  T.  4  N.,  R.  3  £., 
and  the  application  to  embrace  therein  the  NW.  \  of  SE  J  of  sec.  28,  T.  3  N.,  R.  3  E., 
and  NE.  i  of  NE.  \  of  sec.  26,  T.  3  N.,  R.  2  E.,  in  lieu  of  the  two  eliminated  tracts  is 
«till  unadjudicated. 
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I  now  give  in  concise  form  a  statement  of  the  situation  and  status  of  each  of  the 
tracts  involved,  properly  marked  plats  of  survey  being  referred  to. 

1.  Lot  lx  sec.  14,  T.  3  N.,  R.  2  E.,  M.  M.— This  tract  borders  on  the  Missouri  River 
and  contains  38.68  acres.  All  of  section  14  was  withdrawn  by  Secretary's  order  of 
January  18,  1909,  for  power  sites;  it  was  restored  April  7,  1909.  The  selection  has 
been  amended  so  as  to  embrace  this  tract  and  is  still  pending  as  to  it.  Said  section  14 
was,  on  February  7,  1905,  withdrawn  from  entry  except  restricted  homesteads  under 
the  second  form  provided  by  the  reclamation  act  of  June  17,  1902  (32  Stat.,  388), 
and  this  order  of  withdrawal  is  still  in  force.  Ramsey's  right  to  this  tract  relates  back, 
however,  to  May  21,  1900,  when  he  filed  his  application  to  amend  the  selection  so  as 
to  embrace  same.  They  therefore  antedate  *aid  withdrawal  and  are  not  affected 
thereby. 

2.  SE.  J  of  NE.  \  ofstc.  S,  T.  4  AT.,  R.  3  E.— This  tract  contains  40  acres  and  lies 
about  1}  miles  from  the  Missouri  River;  the  Sixteen  Mile  Creek  flows  through  it. 
This  tract  is  still  embraced  in  the  selection,  the  description  originally  contained 
therein  being  correct,  according  to  the  plat  of  survey,  but  the  case  has  not  vet  been 
adjudicated  as  to  it.  This  tract  was  included  in  the  power-sites  withdrawal  of  January 
18,  1909;  it  was  restored  to  entry  by  the  Secretary  April  7,  1909.  Ramsey's  right  to 
this  tract  relates  back  to  December  23,  1899,  the  "date  when  he  filed  his  original  lieu 
selection.  If  Ramsey's  selection  proves  valid,  it  would,  of  course,  have  been  superior 
to  the  January  18,  1909,  withdrawal. 

3.  8W.  %  of  NE.  i  of  sec.  23,  T.  4  N.,  R.  3  E.— This  tract  contains  40  acres;  it  is 
nearly  4  miles  from  the  Missouri  River.  Said  land  has  never  been  withdrawn  from 
entry.  This  is  one  of  the  tracts  originally  selected  by  Ramsey  by  metes  and  bounds. 
It  is  within  the  granted  limits  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  the 
survey  having  shown  the  land  to  be  part  of  an  odd-numbered  section,  title  passed  to 
the  company  under  its  grant  by  the  act  of  July  2, 1864  (13  Stat.,  356),  and  Ramsey  not 
having  any  prior  rights,  he  could  not  have  maintained,  as  against  the  railway  company, 
any  claim  by  virtue  of  his  selection.  Same  was,  on  his  own  application,  therefore, 
canceled  on  July  15,  1909.    For  land  sought  in  lieu  thereof  see  paragraph  6. 

4.  SE  i  ofSW.  J  of  sec.  36,  T.  4  N.,  R.  3  £.-*-This  tract  contains  40  acres  and  lies 
about  5  miles  from  the  Missouri  River.  It  was  described  by  metes  and  bounds  in 
Ramsey's  original  selection,  and  by  the  survey  of.  1908  proved  to  be  part  of  the  school 
section,  title  to  which  passed  to  the  State.  Ramsey  could  maintain  no  right  as  against 
the  State,  not  being  a  bona  fide  settler,  and  his  selection  as  to  it  was  therefore  can- 
celed July  15,  1909,  as  above  stated,  on  his  own  application.  This  land  has  never 
been  withdrawn  from  entry.    For  land  sought  in  lieu  thereof  see  paragraph  5. 

5.  NW.  \  ofSE.  i  of  sec.  28,  T.  3  N.,  R.  3  E—  This  tract  contains  40  acres  and  is 
nearly  ty  miles  from  the  Missouri  River.  Ramsey's  application  to  amend  his  selection 
bo  as  to  obtain  this  land  in  lieu  of  the  school  land  is  still  pending  and  undetermined. 
The  plat  of  survey  of  this  township  was  filed  November  2, 1874.  By  order  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  of  October  13,  1906,  lands  in  this  township  were  withdrawn  from 
entry  under  the  coal  laws.  On  November  7, 1906,  this  withdrawal  was  extended  to  all 
filings  and  to  sales,  but  on  December  17, 1906,  the  previous  orders  were  modified  so  as 
to  apply  to  coal  entries  only.  Two  successive  homestead  entries  were  made  for  the 
entire  SE.  j  of  sec.  28,  the  last  of  which  was  canceled  by  this  office  June  7,  1909,  on 
account  of  failure  of  the  entry  man  to  submit  proof  of  residence  and  cultivation  within 
the  statutory  period  of  seven  years.  There  is  at  this  time  pending  a  protest  against 
the  selection  of  this  land  by  one  William  H.  Harbison,  who  has  made  application  for 
homestead  entry  for  said  SE.  J.    Not  in  power-site  withdrawal. 

6.  NE.  i  of  NE.  *  (properly  called  lot  1)  of  sec.  26,  T.  3  JV.,  R.  £  E.— This  tract  con- 
tains  39.85  acres  and  touches  the  Missouri  River  for  a  distance  of  400  feet.  This  is  the 
tract  sought  by  Ramsey  in  lieu  of  the  railroad  land  originally  selected  by  him.  The 
plat  of  survey  of  the  township  was  filed  September  21,  1874.  On  January  18.  1909, 
the  tract  in  question  was  included  in  the  withdrawals  from  all  forms  of  entry  by  the 
Secretary  of  tne  Interior,  under  his  supervisory  powers,  as  power  sites;  it  was  restored 
to  entry  by  the  Secretary  April  7,  1909.  This  tract  was  at  one  time  embraced  in  a 
homestead  entry,  which  was  canceled,  as  the  result  of  a  contest,  August  28,  1900. 
Ramsey's  application  to  amend  his  selection  so  as  to  Becure  this  land  is  still  pending 
and  undetermined.  These  two  tracts  last  discussed  comprise  a  total  of  80  acres,  and 
are  all  the  land  sought  to  be  selected  at  Bozeman  June  11,  1909. 

From  the  foregoing  it  will  be  seen  that  the  15,868  acres  published  dwindles  to  an 
application  by  Ramsey  to  select  80  acres  (which  was  reported  adversely  by  the  local 
office)  and  that  this  office  returned  the  application  as  incomplete  and  "  deferred  con- 
sideration." If  Ramsey  makes  a  complete  application,  the  legal  objections  thereto, 
if  any,  will  then  be  considered. 

The  original  statement  issued  hereon  was  incomplete  for  (he  reason  that  the  files  in 
the  office  were  not  in  place  and  could  not  be  located  after  several  days'  search,  and  a 
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telegram  from  Bozeman  was  relied  upon  in  assuming  that  Ramsey  sought  to  select  158 
instead  of  80  acres.    The  files  have  been  returned  to  their  place;  hence  this  statement. 

The  office  does  not  know  what  kind  of  letter  Mr.  Pardee  read  to  the  Reclamation 
Congress,  but  the  foregoing  is  the  official  record  and  status. 

7.  With  respect  to  the  railroad  selection  of  "80  acres  in  section  20,  4  NE.,M  referred 
to  by  Mr.  Pardee  as  having  been  filed  at  Bozeman,  1  have  the  honor  to  report  as 
follows: 

On  May  5,  1909,  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Company  filed  its  lieu  selection, 
Bozeman  02422,  under  the  act  of  Julv  1,  1898  (30  Stat.,  620),  for  E.  \  of  NE.  {  of  sec. 
20,  T.  4  N .,  R.  3  E.,  M.  M .  The  plat  of  survey,  including  this  tract,  had  been  filed  in 
the  local  land  office  November  2,  1874.  The  land  had  never  been  entered  prior  to  the 
filing  of  said  selection.  It  is  about  three-fourths  of  a  mile  from  the  Missouri  River. 
The  records  show  that  on  January  18,  1909,  this  tract  was  included  in  the  lands  em- 
braced in  general  withdrawal  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  under  his  supervisory 
powers,  from  all  forms  of  entry,  as  power  sites,  to  be  available  for  public  use  in  connec- 
tion with  future  development;  it  was  restored  to  entry  by  the  Secretary  April  7, 1909. 
This  selection  is  still  pending  and  has  not  been  adjudicated. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  II.  SCHWARTZ, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 


Washington,  DC,  August  21, 1909. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Carr:  Mr.  Jeremiah  O'Connor,  a  clerk  in  Division  P,  has  been 
•detailed  to  Mr.  Sharp  for  field  duty,  and  I  am  embracing  the  opportunity  of  sending 
you  certain  data  and  memoranda  through  him.  Neither  O'Connor  nor  Sharp  has 
been  advised  as  to  the  character  of  this  matter.  It  will  be  delivered  to  you  by  Mr. 
Sharp. 

Exhibit  A  contains  copies  of  the  correspondence  between  Special  Agent  Love  and 
the  office  upon  the  matters  charged  in  a  letter  received  from  Mr.  Glavis.  Glavis's 
letter  was  sent  to  the  President  at  the  time  Love  was  appointed  United  States  marshal. 
It  is  just  possible  that  you  may  want  to  be  advised  of  this  correspondence  before  return- 
ing to  this  city. 

Exhibit  B  contains  the  correspondence  between  Mr.  Dennett,  Mr.  Glavis,  and 
myself  in  reference  to  Mr.  Glavia's  statements  that  the  commissioner  has  not  been 
astute  to  detect  the  admissions  of  fraud  supposed  to  have  been  implied  in  talks  Den- 
nett has  had  with  Alaska  claimants,  and  G  la  vis's  statements  in  his  letter  to  me  that 
there  are  other  matters  of  which  1  know  nothing,  etc.  I  submit  the  matter  to  your 
judgment  whether  the  Secretary  should  consider  it  at  this  time.  I  have  addressed  a 
letter  in  this  package  to  the  Secretary. 

Exhibit  C  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  by  Commissioner  Ballinger  to  the  attorney  of  the 
Alaska  Petroleum  and  Development  Company,  advising  that  a  submitted  contract 
was  illegal.  You  will  hardly  want  it,  but  it  is  sent  along  to  show  the  general  attitude 
of  the  then  commissioner. 

Exhibit  D  is  a  letter  explanatory  of  my  information  as  to  the  respective  decisions 
by  Pierce,  and  later  by  the  Attorney-General  construing  the  act  of  May  28.  1908 — 
Alaska  coal  law.  If  Glavis  is  now  playing  in  with  the  Forest  Service,  he  has,  oi  course, 
expressed  to  that  service  the  same  opinion  on  this  matter  that  he  has  heretofore  to 
me — that  Pierce's  decision  was  of  the  category  that  caused  King  John  to  exclaim:  "It 
is  the  curse  of  kings  to  be  attended  by  slaves  that  *  *  *  on  the  winking  of  au- 
thority *  *  *  understand  a  law."  The  jackals  may  try  to  work  a  newspaper 
story  out  of  this  matter  during  the  conservation  meeting  in  Seattle.  I  have  been 
advised  they  had  something  to  spring  at  that  time.  More  likely  it  relates  to  some 
specific  withdrawals  or  restorations. 

Exhibit  E  is  a  complete  statement  of  the  Collins  filing  at  Bozeman  June  11,  and  the 
Northern  Pacific  Railway  selection  of  80  acres  on  May  5;  the  maps  show  just  how  much 
land  Garfield  thought  necessary  for  power  sites  in  these  towns.  I  am  having  maps  sent 
you  as  to  all  the  power  sites  withdrawal  in  the  Bozeman  district.  The  map  tells  its 
own  story. 

Exhibit  F  is  a  complete  copy  of  the  department  files  on  the  Cunningham  case. 

Exhibit  G  is  a  complete  copy  of  the  Land  Office  files  on  the  Cunningham  case,  and 
those  files  were  studied  for  several  days  by  A.  C.  Shaw,  of  the  Forest  Service,  before 
the  newspaper  campaign  thereon  began.  A  few  days  after  Shaw  saw  these  files  news- 
paper men  began  asking  me  about  specific  matters  in  the  files,  and  it  was  tipped  off 
to  me  that  the  United  Press  had  a  big  Cunningham  story  it  was  to  spring  on  a  date. 
As  you  know,  they  sprung  it,  but  badly  crippled  by  being  a  day  late.  I  have  pre- 
pared this  copy  in  duplicate,  indexed  it,  and  accompanied  the  papers  with  some 
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explanatory  comment  that  the  Secretary  may  better  understand  the  matter  if  he 
carea  to  look  at  it  at  all.  Because  I  do  not  know  whether  he  cares  to  have  this  record 
I  am  sending  it  to  you  instead  of  to  him.  Overton  Price,  of  the  Forest  Service,  informed 
some  newspaper  man  that  record  matter  had  been  sent  to  Taft;  I  got  that  second- 
hand from  brown,  of  the  Oregonian.  In  fact,  Brown  tells  me  this  fellow  Price  had 
stated  to  the  correspondent  that  Ballinger  would  not  be  permitted  to  resign,  but 
"would  be  kicked  out  of  the  Cabinet  in  a  few  weeks."  Price  is  such  an  impossible 
ass  that  the  newspaper  men  did  not  take  him  seriously;  however,  when  Brown  gets 
back  from  his  vacation  we  may  get  such  proof  that  Price  made  this  statement  that 
his  superior  officers  may  act  upon  the  same. 

We  are  all  keeping  out  of  print  as  much  as  possible.  The  Star  and  Post  seem  with 
us;  the  Times,  originally  against  us,  is  learning  that  there  is  nothing  to  the  fuss;  and 
the  Herald  is  printing  stun  for  the  Reclamation  Service  against  tne  department. 

When  the  Bozeman  matter  came  up  I  searched  for  three  days  for  the  file  before  it 
was  found;  finally  I  had  to  issue  the  statement  upon  the  advices  in  your  Livingston 
telegram  and  a  plat  brought  me  by  a  dead  one  to  Division  R.  To-day  I  had  20  men 
and  women  in  Division  O  looking  for  the  Bozeman  tract  book  22;  after  an  hour's 
search  I  found  it  with  an  old  fossil  down  in  Division  E — said  he  got  it  by  mistake, 
and  thought  it  was  a  Nebraska  or  other  plat  he  wanted.  I'll  see  to-morrow.  The 
filing  system  is  either  on  the  bum  or  the  people  running  it  are;  we  are  occasionally 
digging  up  departmental  decisions  rendered  last  March  or  April,  finding  them  put 
away  in  tne  files  without  promulgation.  I  have  ordered  10  additional  men  on  my 
field,  roll  for  the  file  room;  this  will  be  three  or  four  times  the  number  of  men  formerly 
needed  to  run  the  files,  and  I  have  "me  doots"  whether  it  will  help  much.  How- 
ever, it  is  not  within  my  jurisdiction,  and  I  do  not  know  what  iB  to  blame;  maybe 
you  do. 

Mr.  Dennett,  complying  with  a  wire  from  his  wife,  went  direct  from  Denver  to 
Atlantic  City,  and  he  has  been  laid  up  or  out  over  there  ever  since  with  a  bad  case 
of  nervousness  and  indigestion,  but  hopes  to  set  back  to  Washington  in  about  a  week. 
He  expected  to  come  over  a  few  days  ago,  but  writes  me  that  he  had  another  bad 
attack  Wednesday.  I  think  he  is  letting  the  Glavis  letter  worry  him;  also  I  think 
he  is  gun  shy.  But  I  appreciate  his  position;  had  he  fired  Glavis  off  the  bat  that 
would  have  been  water  on  the  wheel  of  the  Forest  Service  in  their  newspaper  cam- 
paign; also  it  might  have  hampered  us  in  properly  getting  at  the  evidence  in  the 
Cunningham  cases  when  we  come  to  a  hearing.  What  he  should  have  done  was 
direct  Glavis  to  order  Kennedy  and  Stoner  to  tne  States  as  soon  as  they  completed 
the  field  examination  of  the  33  Cunningham  claims;  on  that  basis  we  could  have 
gone  ahead  with  the  ordinal  plan  for  an  immediate  hearing,  for  the  field  men  could 
nave  returned  by  the  tune  the  stipulations  were  submitted  to  Washington  and  acted 
upon,  the  commissioner  to  take  evidence  designated,  and  then  sent  to  Seattle  to  com- 
mence taking  evidence.  Instead  Dennett  consents  to  let  Kennedy  wander  around 
Alaska  examining  some  90Q  claims,  in  any  of  which  we  will  never  have  a  hearing.  We 
have  plenty  coal-mining  engineers  who  could  have  gone  to  Alaska  to  complete  the  other 
examinations;  then  he  sends  Sheridan  back  to  Denver,  and  the  newspapersjprnmptly 
say  we  are  all  afraid  of  Glavis  and  that  Sheridan  balked  at  perfonningyPdme  undis- 
closed wrong,  etc.  / 

I  have  returned  Sheridan  to  Seattle  to  study  these  cases  and  the  evidence  and  to 
get  the  preliminary  steps,  stipulations,  etc.,  out  of  the  way  so  we  can  go  to  trial  as  soon 
as  Kennedy  and  Stoner  get  back.  Sheridan  wired  me  to-day  that  he  was  unable  to 
consult  with  Glavis  because  the  latter  was  in  Spokane  for  "an  indefinite  period." 
This  evening  I  wired  Glavis  to  return  to  Seattle  and  consult  with  Sheridan  at  once.  If 
he  refuses,  I  shall  make  formal  recommendation  for  his  dismissal,  and  leave  it  up  to 
Pierce  whether  this  thing  can  go  on.  In  view  of  Dennett's  action  in  sending  Sheridan 
to  Denver  I  have  not  placed  him  in  charge  of  the  case,  but  have  'given  him  charge  of 
the  preparation  of  the  case  for  trial  and  directed  him  to  conduct  the  trial.  Glavis  is, 
of  course,  maneuvering  to  have  the  alleged  lawyers  in  the  Forest  Service  try  the  case, 
and  it  is  my  opinion  we  will  come  to  a  snow  down  on  this  case  as  to  whether  section  1 
of  the  act  of  February  I,  1905,  has  been  permanently  suspended.  That  act  charges 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  with  the  administration  of  all  laws  under  which  lands  in 
national  forests  are  "surveyed,  prospected,  entered,  etc."  I  do  not  remember  the 
wording  of  the  act. 

Underwood  is  on  leave,  Yelverton  is  in  Denver  on  detail,  and  Marshall  is  on  the 
desk  in  P.  McGee  is  in  Michigan,  where  his  mother  is  dying.  So  you  may  know  I  am 
fairly  busy.  McPhaul  is  on  Witten's  desk,  the  latter  being  at  Coeur  d'Alene;  other- 
wise I  would  have  McPhaul  act  as  assistant  commissioner,  and  go  upstairs  altogether. 
As  it  is,  I  put  in  half  a  day  each  place.  Young  Parker  goes  on  leave  Monday,  and  I 
will  have  to  rustle  some  one  for  his  desk,  or  let  it  go  empty.    The  judge  offered  to  take 
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of  the  divisions  I  have  off  my  hands,  but  I  will  not  unload  anywhere  under 
present  circumstances. 

I  finally  got  through  the  department  a  request  to  the  Attorney-General  to  bring  suit 
lor  the  money  value  of  land  where  the  patents  were  over  six  years  old  and  suit  to 
cancel  thus  barred.  "Tried  it  on  the  dog"  in  a  small  case;  if  justice  is  of  like  mind 
on  that  little  case,  we  will  present  them  cases  against  the  Smelter  trust  for  about 
$6,000,000  worth  of  Colorado  coal  land.    (Has  been  presented  three  weeks.) 

Burch  has  his  old  field  force  in  action  again,  ana  a  lot  of  old  Michiganders  of  the 
oolitic  age  are  mussing  over  our  Colorado  cases  with  "additional  field  investigations," 
thereby  keeping  us  out  of  results  until  Congress  meets  and  we  can  show  little  accom- 
plished, ana  that  old  fox  can  show  much  work  "on  hand"  and  need  for  man  and 
money.  Of  course,  I  am  patient,  and  know  that  other  matters  preclude  too  active  a 
presentation  of  this  trouble  at  this  time. 

I  am  feeling  fine,  so  do  not  think  from  this  letter  that  I  have  a  grouch.  I  came 
very  near  getting  a  grouch  to-day  when  Pierce  ordered  me  not  to  take  any  "unfavor- 
able action"  on  Siletz  Indian  "homesteads"  until  such  time  as  Mr.  Finney  might 
return  from  his  leave  and  digest  a  lot  of  papers  and  petitions,  etc.,  sent  to  the  judge 
and  by  him  forwarded  here.  The  thing  I  did  not  like  was  that  Pierce  refused  to 
give  us  any  written  order  in  the  premises.  I  told  Judge  Ballinger  about  three  months 
ago  that  this  Alaska  business  was  badly  loaded,  and  the  judge  told  me  some  fellows 
got  their  ears  so  close  to  the  ground  that  they  could  not  hear  anything.  I  tell  you  now 
that  there  is  a  worse  load  in  this  Siletz  matter,  and  if  it  were  a  matter  for  my  discre- 
tion I  would  not  ntop  a  day  on  the  theory  that  any  Oregonian  will  ever  get  a  bill 
through  Congress  giving  equitable  relief  and  a  $15,000-each  lot  of  homesteads  to  a  lot  of 
fellows  who  never  lived  on  the  land  and  claim  it  is  not  fit  for  a  home.  It  is  a  mean 
man  that  won't  sign  a  petition,  and  I  know  the  judge  will  be  deluged  with  petitions 
and  briefs  and  hard -luck  stories.  The  all-sufficient  answer  is  that  the  United  States 
never  drafted  any  man  or  woman  into  making  a  homestead  upon  land  the  applicant 
thought  he  could  not  live  on  at  the  time  he  made  oath  that  he  took  the  land  in  "good 
faith  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  home." 

Mr.  Lawer  showed  me  a  paragraph  in  one  of  the  judge's  letters  wherein  he  referred 
to  the  miserable  newspaper  campaign  being  made  against  him,  and  wherein  he  said 
that  it  was  all  distressing,  but  he  felt  that  in  the  end  it  must  prove  unavailing,  etc. 
The  paragraph  spoke  the  words  of  a  strong  man,  and  it  was  good  to  read  them  in  this 
atmosphere,  where  so  much  of  rumor  and  prognostication  is  afloat. 

Excuse  the  quality  (and  quantity)  of  this  typewriting.  Needless  to  say,  I  am  not 
up  on  the  art  of  running  a  new  machine. 

Very  truly,  yours,  (Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz. 

Senator  Root.  Perhaps  to  obviate  such  omissions  in  future  it 
would  be  well,  if  any  printed  paper  produced  is  to  be  put  in  the  rec- 
ord, it  shall  be  marked  by  the  stenographer.   • 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  it  ought  to  be  marked  as  an  exhibit. 

Mr.  James.  I  notice  on  page  80  of  the  hearing  there  is  a  mistake, 
ajad  I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Glavis  about  it.  He  says,  "That  telegram 
of  July  4,  which  is  referred  to,  is  not  in  this  record;  that  is  Senate 
Document  248."  I  think  that  should  be  "January  4,"  because  it 
is  referring  to  a  telegram  of  January  6,  which  is  produced.  Is  that 
correct,  Mr.  Brandeis? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  should  be  January  4. 

Mr.  Ja^mes.  I  notice  on  page  42  what  I  consider  a  mistake.  I 
would  likte  to  ask  Mr.  Glavis  about  it.  This  question  is  asked  by 
Mr.  Brandeis: 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  you  write  Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett  in  reply  to  that 
letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.   I  do  not  recall  doing  it,  so  I  do  not  think  I  did,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  BRANDEfs.  Did  you  receive  any  telegram  from  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  About  November  7  or  8,  I  received  a  telegram  calling  me  to 
report  to  Washington,  D.  (\,  immediately. 

Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavus.  Xo,  sir;  it  should  be  December  7  or  8. 

Mr.  James.   That  is  what  I  thought. 
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The  Chairman.  Have  you  put  in  your  supplemental  list  of  docu- 
ments, Mr.Brandeis? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes;  we  have  that  here. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  will  give  a  copy  to  the  stenographer,  he  will 
have  it  put  into  the  record. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  will  be  marked  by  the  stenographer  as  "No.  \  " 
of  this  date. 

Senator  Root.  Mark  it  and  give  a  copy  to  the  stenographer. 

(The  supplemental  list  is  as  follows:) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  SI,  1910. 
Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  of  Joint  Investigation  Committee. 
Sib:  Supplementing  our  request  of  January  27,  1910,  we  submit  to  yon  the  follow- 
ing list  of  documents  which  we  desire  to  have  jproduced  at  this  investigation: 

(1).  Original  drafts  of  patents  prepared  in  General  Land  Office  in  Cunnningham 
coal  cases  in  1907  or  1908. 

(2)  Original  lists  in  General  Land  Office  sending  Cunningham  cases  from  the  min- 
eral division  to  the  recorder's  office. 

(3)  Letter  H.  K.  Love,  dated  February  17,  1907,  to  General  Land  Office  relating 
to  creation  of  Chagech  National  Forest. 

(4)  Letter  Forester  to  Commissioner  General  Land  Office  March  15,  1907,  in  same 
matter. 

(&)  Letter  same  to  same,  March  26,  1907,  in  same  matter. 

(6)  Letter  Commissioner  General  Land  Office  to  Secretary  Interior  April  24,  1907, 
same  matter. 

(7)  Letter  Forester  May  6,  1907,  same  matter. 

(8)  Letter  Commissioner  General  Land  Office  to  Secretary  Interior  submitting 
proclamation. 

(9)  Copies  proclamations  by  the  President  July  23,  1907,  September  18,  1907, 
and  February  25,  1907,  in  same  matter. 

(10)  All  documents  in  Department  of  Interior  relating  to  the  Siletz  Indian  home- 
steads mentioned  in  letter  Schwartz  to  Carr  appearing  on  page  269  Senate  Docu- 
ment 248. 

(10)  All  correspondence  and  copies  thereof  between  Wade  Ellis,  esq.,  and  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  and  any  officer  thereof  between  March  4,  1909,  and  Jan- 
uary 1,  1910,  and  all  correspondence  and  records  pertaining  to  the  matters  men- 
tioned in  such  correspondence,  including  correspondence  of  Messrs.  Schwartz,  Den- 
nett, and  Pierce. 

(11)  Report  of  hearings  before  the  Public  Lands  Committee  of  the  House  in  1908  on 
the  so-called  ' '  Cale  bill. ' ' 

( 12)  Record  of  testimony  so  far  taken  in  Cunningham  coal  cases,  including  exhibits, 
f  13)  List  of  stockholders  of  all  different  companies  holding  Alaska  coal  claims. 

(14)  Letter  in  Seattle  land  office  (now  or  formerly)  dated  March  10,  1908,  stating 
that  the  writer  thinks  Judge  McKenzie  drafted  Cale  bill,  addressed  to  Hon.  Oscar 
Foote. 

(15)  Letter  (or  copy)  dated  April  9, 1908,  Clarence  Cunningham  to  W.  B.  Hey  burn, 
asking  advice  or  assistance  as  to  getting  Alaska  titles  out  of  the  Land  Office. 

(16)  All  correspondence  and  telegrams  from  July  1,  1909,  to  date  passing  between 
Messrs.  Ballinger,  Pierce,  Schwartz,  Dennett,  McEniry,  Colter,  or  any  of  them. 

We  shall  present  further  requests  for  documents  as  occasion  arises. 
Very  respectfully, 

Joseph  P.  Cotton,  Jr.,  Counsel. 

The  Chairman.  Does  any  member  of  the  committee  desire  to  ex- 
amine Mr.  Glavis,  ask  him  any  questions? 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Glavis,  on  page  296  of  the  report  of  the  testi- 
mony, in  answer  to  a  question  by  Mr.  Denby,  near  the  top  of  the 
page,  you  say: 

I  had  some  evidence  which  would  lead  me  to  believe  that  Mr.  Dennett  needed  the 
support  of  all  the  official  people  he  could  get  to  become  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office;  that  is,  to  be  reappointed. 
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What  evidence  did  you  refer  to  in  this  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  from  what  Mr.  Schwartz  told  me  in  Seattle  in 
June,  1909,  and  later  during  that  summer — I  think  it  was  in  August; 
yes,  it  was  in  August,  1909,  he  sent  me  some  letters. 

Mr.  Graham.  '^He"  means  who? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Schwartz  sent  me  some  letters  that  indicated  he 
was  having  the  support  of  some  Members  of  Congress  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  aid  not  catch  that. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Fletcher,  would  you  like  to  make  some  inquiry? 

Air.  Denby.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  you  pardon  me  just  a  momeijt?  I 
did  not  understand  that  last  answer.  Tou  say  that  you  understood 
he  had  or  had  not  the  support  of  some  Members  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Schwartz  sent  me  copy  of  letters  that  had  been 
written — one  of  the  letters  was  written  by  Chief  of  Field  Division 
McEniry,  of  Denver,  to  Mr.  Dennett,  telling  him  about  what  Senator 
Guggenheim  had  done  in  his  behalf;  that  is,  indicated  that  he  had 
seen  the  President,  which  was  a  protest  against  a  man  in  Colorado 
who  was  a  candidate  for  the  appointment  as  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Denby.  Is  that  what  you  referred  to  when  you  stated  that 
you  believed  that  Mr.  Dennett's  course  was  dictated  by  a  desire  to 

fet  support  for  his  appointment  as  Commissioner  of  the  General 
,and  Office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  among  the  things.  Others  were  that  a  lot 
of  coal  claimants  were  prominent  men,  and  their  support  would 
naturally  do  him  a  lot  or  good. 

Mr.  Denby.  The  idea  that  was  in  your  mind  was  that  he  would 
help  the  coal  claimants  to  get  their  claims  in  order  to  get  their  sup- 
port for  his  appointment  as  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  I  thought. 

Mr.  Denby.  Aid  them  in  getting  these  fraudulent  claims  through? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that,  too. 

Mr.  Graham.  What  particular  coal  claimants  have  you  in  mind 
now  to  whom  that  would  apply? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  a  great  many  of  them  that  I  have  in  mind ; 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  could  name  tnem  all  offhand. 

Mr.  Graham.  Name  some  of  them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Various  Members  of  Congress  involved 

Mr.  Graham.  Give  their  names. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Congressman  McKinlay,  of  California}  Kinkaid,  of 
Nebraska;  and  Congressman  McLacman,  of  California.  And  this 
letter  indicated  that  he  had  also  supported  Senator  Guggenheim. 

Mr.  Denby.  Were  any  of  these  Members  of  Congress  concerned 
with  the  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  are  all  in  the  Green  group.  As  to 
Senator  Guggenheim,  so  far  as  I  know  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  any 
of^the  claims. 

Mr.  Graham.  Was  he  related,  to  your  knowledge,  to  any  of  the 
parties  interested  in  the  Alaska  coal  field? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Who? 

Mr.  Graham.  Senator  Guggenheim. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Graham.  The  name  Guggenheim  is  used  publicly  a  good  deal 
in  connection  with  an  attempt  to  be  possessed  of  coal  rights  in 
Alaska  and  other  rights  there.  Are  the  Guggenheims  who  are  named 
in  the  public  journals  related  to  the  Senator,  and  if  so,  how,  if  you 
know? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Will  you  state  if  you  know  when  the  first 
locations  were  made  of  coal  lands  in  Alaska  and  when  did  the  first 
locations  proceed  to  entry? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  could  not  give  the  date  of  that.  The  Land  Office 
records  would  give  the  exact  dates. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Can  you  fix  it  approximately,  about  the  year? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  I  think  some  of  them,  some  of  the  first  ones, 
were  made  in  1903,  I  think,  or  1904,  and  then  they  went  to  entry; 
that  is,  entry  when  payment  of  the  land  was  made,  I  think  in  1907. 
I  am  not  sure  as  to  these  dates. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Can  you  give  that  information  as  to  the  Cun- 
ningham group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.     They  were  the  first  ones  to  go  to  entry. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  remember  when  the  location 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Fletcher,  I  want  to  call  your  attention  in 
this  connection — it  may  help  you  out — that  there  was  no  law  really 
under  which  they  could  locate  on  coal  claims  in  Alaska  prior  to  the 
act  of  1904.  In  1900  in  an  Alaska  act  there  was  a  provision  that  the 
general  coal-land  laws  should  apply  to  Alaska,  but  the  general  coal- 
ltfnd  laws  only  related  to  surveyed  lands,  and  there  was  no  surveyed 
land  in  Alaska,  so  that  it  was  a  dead  letter,  and  there  was  no  law  for 
entries  until  1904  that  was  effective. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  understand. 

The  Chairman.  Excuse  me  for  interrupting. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  understand,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  just  try- 
ing to  get  a  sort  of  beginning  point  with  reference  to  these  lands.  I 
will  asK  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  about  how  many  locations  were  there, 
covering  about  how  many  acres,  prior  to  November  12,  1906? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Approximately  900  filings  and  locations,  amounting 
to  something  over  100,000  acres,  I  should  say. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  about  how  many  of  these  were,  accord- 
ing to  your  views,  fraudulent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  about  800,  entirely  coal. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Covering  how  many  acres? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  about  80,000  or  90,000  acres;  it  may  be  more. 
I  think  I  am  putting  it  lower  than  it  is,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  the  Cunningham  group  included  in  these? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  riot  President  Roosevelt  withdraw  all  the 
coal  lands  in  Alaska  from  public  entry  on  November  12,  1906? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  that  was  the  date. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  withdrawal  and  the  executive  order  of 
July  2,  1908,  creating  the  national  forest  left  the  Cunningham  lands 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Land  Office,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  to  a  certain  extent.  We  had  an  arrange- 
ment by  which  we  cooperated  with  the  Forest  Service  in  the  investi- 
gation of  claims  within  the  forest  reserves. 

The  Chairman.  Who  made  that  arrangement? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  The  last  order,  I  think,  was  March  2,  1909;  Secretary 
Garfield  and  Secretary  Wilson,  I  think. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  that  pertain  to  coal  lands  in  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  referred  to  all  claims  within  the  national  forest. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Do  I  understand  you  to  claim  that  the  Land 
Office  ordered  the  Cunningham  claims  to  be  patented  without  due 
investigation  when  Commissioner  Ballinger  knew  that  they  were 
under  suspicion? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Special  Agent  Love  first  reported  the  claims 
fraudulent  in  1905,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  I  do  not  know  as  to  that;  I  do  not  recall  the 
report  now. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  You  know,  as  a  fact,  that  Special  Agent  Love 
was  the  first  to  make  a  report  to  that  effect  with  reference  to  these 
lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  He  was  the  first  agent  that  reported  to  the 
office  about  the  coal  claims  there. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  His  report  is  on  file,  and  I  think  the  records 
will  show  it  was  October,  1905.  What  else  did  Special  Agent  Love 
do  in  connection  with  that  matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  got  some  affidavits  from  the  Cunningham  group. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  About  how  many,  do  you  know? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  do  not  know.  I  think  he  got  one  from  each 
one.     That  was  in  1906  or  1907,  when  he  did  that. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Did  he  do  anything  else  in  connection  with 
these  coal-land  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  assisted  Special  Agent  II.  T.  Jones  during  the 
summer  of  1907. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Do  you  know  what  that  amounted  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  How  do  you  account  for  Love's  report — favor- 
able report  on  the  Cunningham  claims  of  August  2,  1907? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  consider  that  a  favorable  report. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  It  was  so  considered,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  recommendation  was  favorable,  but  the 
substance  of  the  report  called  attention  to  the  possibility  of  fraud. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Was  it  not  on  that  report  that  the  lands  were 
ordered  clear  listed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Had  Special  Agent  Love  become  a  candidate 
for  the  marshalship  by  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  That  is  what  I  heard.  I  do  not  know  defi- 
nitely when  he  announced.     It  was  talked  then. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Do  you  know  that  he  was  appointed  for  United 
States  marshal  in  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  appointed. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  What  law  aid  Commissioner  Ballinger  urge 
Congress  to  pass  and  what  effect  would  that  law  have  had  on  the 
Alaska  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why.  it  was  the  bill — he  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee in  what  was  Known  as  the  Cale  bill,  and  if  that  had  passed  in 
the  form  in  which  it  was  first  offered  it  would  have  validated  all  the 
coal  claims;  they  could  have  all  come  in  under  that  act. 
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Senator  Fletcher.  Did  he  favor  the  Cale  bill  before  Congress? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  testimony  that  is  read,  which  has  been  printed, 
shows  his  having  testified  in  favor  of  it;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  bill,  or  a  bill  that  did  pass  Congress  in 
1907,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  1908,  I  think  it  was. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  not  any  act  pass  in  1907  with  respect  to 
the  Alaska  coal  lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  And  was  vetoed  by  the  President? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  about  that  one.  I  have  heard  about  it, 
but  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  think  the  bill  did  pass  Congress  in  1907,  and 
it  was  vetoed  by  President  Roosevelt;  but  under  the  Cale  bill,  you 
state  that  it  would  have  made  the  entries  which  were  at  that  tune 
fraudulent,  valid,  if  it  had  passed. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  if  they  had  taken  the  benefit  of  that  act. 

Senator  Fletcher.  How  many  acres  could  have  been  patented  of 
the  locations  already  then  made  under  such  a  law? 

Mr.  Glavis.  How  many  acres  could  have  been  patented? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  All  that  had  been  filed  could  have  come  under  that, 
and  have  secured  patent. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Fletcher,  will  you  let  me  ask  a  question 
right  there? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Certainly,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  No  claims  could  have  been  initiated  after  the 
order  of  withdrawal,  could  they,  while  that  order  was  in  force — after 
the  order  of  withdrawal  of  1906? 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  had  reference  to  the  claims  based  on  entries 
already  made  prior  to  1907. 

The  Chairman.  Oh,  I  understand. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  we  understand,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  your  con- 
nection with  the  Alaska  coal  claims  began  in  the  fall  of  1907,  and 
that  in  December,  1907,  you  conferred  with  Commissioner  Ballinger 
in  Washington  about  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  my  real  connection  with  the  Alaska  coal 
cases — that  is,  when  I  was  given  charge  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases — 
which  was  in  November,  1907,  I  conferred  with  Judge  Ballinger. 

Senator  Fletcher.  It  began  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  did  you  mention  to  him  at  that  time 
that  the  claimant  had  told  you  that  Commissioner  Ballinger  had 
,  advised  him  to  make  no  statement  with  reference  to  the  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  Clark  Davis's  statement.  I  do  not 
think  it  said  advise  him  but  advise  them. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  did  Mr.  Ballinger  say  with  reference  to 
that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  stated  that  in  my  report,  and  he  did  not  answer  that 
part  of  it. 

Senator  Fletcher.  He  neither  denied  nor  admitted,  then,  that  he 
had  made  any  such  statement  as  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  never  answered  that  part  of  my  report. 
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Senator  Fletoheb.  I  am  speaking  with  reference  to  your  conversa- 
tion with  him.  You  say  he  mentioned  it.  I  am  asking  you  now 
what  he  said  at  the  time  when  you  mentioned  it  to  him. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  mention  it  to  him  at  the  time  I  talked  with 
him  in  December,  but  what  he  said  at  that  time  in  telling  me  to  so 
ahead;  that  he  wanted  to  put  a  stop  to  these  rumors  that  the  people 
would  get  their  coal  claims,  I  concluded  from  that  he  included  the 
Clark  Davis  statement.    He  did  not  mention  it  specifically  at  all. 

Senator  Fletcher.  How  do  you  know  about  the  verbal  instruc- 
tions by  Mr.  Ballinger  to  Mr.  Jones  to  make  only  a  preliminary 
investigation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  catch  the  question. 

Senator  Fletcher.  About  the  verbal  instructions  from  Mr. 
Ballinger  to  Mr.  Jones  to  make  only  a  preliminary  investigation. 

Mr.  Glavis.  How  did  we  construe  those? 

Senator  Fletcher.  No  ;  how  do  you  know  about  verbal  instructions 
Mr.  Ballinger  gave  Mr.  Jones? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  Mr.  Jones  made  a  report  to  me  on  November  2, 
1907,  setting  that  up  in  that  report. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  did  not  hear  the  conversation,  did  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  merely  got  that  from  Mr.  Jones's  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  ever  mention  that  to  Mr.  Ballinger  in 
any  way  so  as  to  have  any  further  information  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  When  did  you  first  learn  that  the  Cunningham 
claims  had  been  proved  for  patent  on  the  Love  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  I  received  notice  to  that  effect  from  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office.  That  letter  was  dated, 
I  think,  January  7, 1908.  I  am  not  sure.  It  has  been  introduced  in 
evidence. 

Senator  Fletcher.  If  patents  had  issued,  how  many  acres  of  coal 
land  would  have  gone  to  the  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  5,200  acres. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  you  protested,  and  the  order  clear  listing 
those  lands  was  revoked,  and  you  resumed  work  on  the  claims  about 
March  1,  1908,  as  I  recall? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is,  actual  work. 

Senator  Fletcher.  In  May,  1908,  were  you  ordered  by  Mr.  Dennett 
to  other  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  on  May  2,  1908. 

Senator  Fletcher.  In  October,  1908,  were  you  ordered  back  to 
the  Alaska  work  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  if  the  Pierce  construction  of  the  law  of 
1908 — of  May,  1909 — had  been  submitted  and  your  report  had  been 
made  conforming  thereto,  as  ordered  by  Mr.  Dennett  on  May  24, 
what  would  have  resulted  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  make  a  report  and  file  it  dated  May  26,  1909. 

Mr.  James.  And  withdrew  it  afterwards? 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  withdrew  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Why,  that  would  have  passed  to  patent  all 
of  the  Alaska  claims  that  wanted  to  take  the  benefit  of  that  opinion. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Approximately  100,000  acr^Szldb 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Am  I  right  that  you  were  requested  to  withdraw 
that  report  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  By  whom? 

Mr.  Glavis.  By  Secretary  Ballinger. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  there  is  any 
precedent  in  the  history  of  the  Land  Office  for  requiring  the  evidence 
m  the  Cunningham  cases  to  be  submitted  to  the  commissioner  with- 
out having  the  Alaska  land  office  pass  on  the  claims  first? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  the  general  procedure,  and  I  never  heard 
of  a  precedent  for  it  before. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Is  there  any  formal  or  published  rule  or 
regulation  of  the  Land  Office  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  have  rules  of  practice  which  govern 
hearings. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Can  vou  refer  us  to  any  rule  or  regulation 
that  bears  directly  upon  that  subject — can  you  tell  us  what  it  is 
or  where  we  can  find  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  the  rules  of  practice  call  for  hearings  first 
before  the  land  office,  and  then  it  goes  to  the  commissioner. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  before  the  local  land  office;  before  the 
register  and  receiver? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  where  would  the  cases  go  if  appeal  were 
taken  from  Commissioner  Dennett's  decision?  Supposing  he  had 
gone  on  and  had  these  hearings  and  rendered  his  decision  in  all  the 
cases  and  appeal  had  been  taken  from  his  decision,  where  would 
that  lie? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  next  appeal  is  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
That  is  the  last  appeal. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  if  Secretary  Ballinger  had  felt  himself 
disqualified,  who  is  the  next  officer  to  pass  on  the  claim? 

Mr.  Graham.  After  Dennett. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  next  officer  in  charge  in  the  Interior  Department, 
after  Secretary  Ballinger,  is  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce,  I  tnink. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  is  the  same  Pierce  who  wrote  the  opinion 
construing  the  law  of  1908  favorable  to  entrymen,  as  you  claim? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  state  whether  or  not  it  was  this  situation 
that  had  prompted  you  to  take  the  matter  to  the  President  in  Sep- 
tember, 1909,  instead  of  going  on  and  collecting  the  evidence  for  the 
hearings  in  October  and  waiting  for  the  commissioner's  decision? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  all  the  facts  that  I  have  testified  to,  together, 
is  what  influenced  me  in  going  to  the  President;  not  that  one  alone. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Had  that  any  influence  or  bearing  on  your 
course? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  influenced  me  some? 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  is  the  status  of  all  the  other  claims  besides 
the  Cunningham  group,  as  far  as  you  know  now? 

Mr.  Glavis.  At  this  time? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  I  do  not  know  what  they  are  now — the  last  one 
before  I  left  the  service.  They  had  not  ordered  any  hearings  on  the 
other  cases.     I  do  not  know  what  they  have  done  since^ 
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Senator  Fletcher.  What  did  Mr.  Ballinger  have  to  do  with  the 
Cunningham  affidavit  of  September  4,  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  one  he  prepared  for  Cunningham? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Yes.  I  am  asking  what  he  had  to  do  with  it, 
if  vou  know.     You  say  he  prepared  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  from  any  knowledge  whether  he  pre- 
pared it  or  not. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Have  you  any  reason  for  believing  that  he 
prepared  it,  or  presented  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  original  affidavit  was  prepared;  the  backing  had 
the  law  firm  of  Judge  Ballinger  on  it;  that  is  practically  all,  and  also 
the  statement  that  Schwartz  made  to  me. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  going  back  a  little  to  October,  1908,  in 
Portland,  Oreg,  when  you  say  Mr.  Ballinger  requested  or  advised 
or  suggested  to  you  to  discontinue  the  investigation  of  the  Alaska 
coal  claims  because  he  wanted  to  raise  funds  for  political  campaign 
purposes,  and  some  people  would  not  give  for  tnat,  he  being  dis- 
turbed by  such  investigation,  please  state  the  precise  conversation 
that  was  had  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  did  not  say  discontinue,  because  I  had  not 
resumed  my  investigation  at  that  time. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Just  state  the  conversation;  that  is  what  I 
want  to  get  clear  in  my  mind,  as  to  your  statement  about  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  Judge  Ballinger  first  that  I  had  been  directed 
to  take  up  the  investigation  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases  again,  and  he 
said:  "I  wish  you  would  not  do  that  until  after  the  election,  because 
H.  C.  Henley  and  C.  J.  Smith,  for  instance,  heretofore  had  liberally 
contributed  to  the  campaign  fund,  and  they  were  mad  about  the 
patents  not  having  issued,  and  he  said  he  was  having  a  very  hard 
time  all  over  the  country  to  get  campaign  funds. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  anyone  present  during  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  was  in  the  lobby  of  the  Portland  Hotel. 
We  were  sitting  in  the  hotel  and  talking,  all  the  afternoon — that  is, 
about  an  hour. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  he  mention  any  others  as  being  concerned? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  not  sure  whether  he  mentioned  any  more.  I  do 
not  think  he  did. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  those  he  men- 
tioned contributed  to  the  campaign  funds  afterwards? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  say  in  your  report,  page  61  of  this  Senate 
Document  248,  that  Mr.  Ballinger  had  personal  friends  interested; 
can  you  name  them?  You  make  the  statement  on  page  61:  "A 
number  of  these  men  are  prominent  in  the  State  of  Washington,  and 
many  of  them  are  personal  friends  of  Mr.  Ballinger." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  want  me  to  name  those? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Yes;  if  you  can  name  those  to  whom  you  refer 
to  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  H.  C.  Henley,  Miles  C.  Moore,  C.  J.  Smith, 
and — well,  then  there  was  H.  R.  Harriman — he  is  not  in  the  Cun- 
ningham group,  though.  The  first  I  mentioned  are  in  the  Cunning- 
ham group. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  suppose  you  have  reference  there  to  all  of 
these  Alaska  coal  claims. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember  that.  Then  there  is — I  might  say 
there  are  auite  a  number  more.  If  I  had  the  list  of  them  I  could  pick 
them  out,  out  I  do  not  just  recall  the  names. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  a  list  of  these  claims  connected  with  the 
letter  of  August  13 — that  is  the  Jones  report  of  August  13,  1907, 
appearing  on  page  453  of  the  Senate  Document. 

Air.  Glavis.  And  there  is  Harry  White.  He  is  now  in  Los  Angeles. 
He  used  to  live  up  at  Seattle. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Those  named  as  claimants  were  not  particu- 
larly referred  to  in  that  connection,  but  rather  those  who  acted  as 
agents  or  the  attdfnejs  for  them,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  had  in  mind  the  claimants. 

Senator  Fletcher.  The  claimants  themselves? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Then,  on  page  13  of  Senate  Document  248, 
you  refer  to  one  Cornelius  Christopher.  Can  you  tell  us  who  he  was, 
and  where  he  lived? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Christopher  lived  up  in  Seattle  at  the  time.  He  was 
the  agent  for  quite  a  number  of  coal  claimants,  and  we  called  it  the 
Christopher  group.  I  mentioned  that  in  my  report  to  the  President 
as  being  along  the  lines  of  the  evidence  I  had  secured.  I  did  not  have 
a  copy  of  the  Cunningham  report  of  March,  1909,  because  Mr.  Hoyt 
left  that  with  the  Attorney-General.  I  did  not  have  another  copy 
made  from  the  original.     That  was  on  file  in  Washington. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  in  this  affidavit  of  J.  W.  Reiter,  referred 
to  on  page  13  of  Senate  Document  248,  he  says: 

After  I  had  filed,  Cornelius  Christopher  came  into  the  district  and  I  went  to  work  for 
them.  While  working  for  him  I  gave  him  an  option  to  buy  my  right  in  the  claim, 
which  was  dated  June  11,  1904;  expired  October  1, 1904,  but  he  let  mis  option  expire 
without  purchasing.  Some  time  afterward  I  came  to  Seattle.  I  sold  him  the  claim 
in  the  form  of  a  quitclaim  deed,  the  consideration  in  the  deed  being  $1 .  He  paid  me 
$150  for  it. 

What  had   that  cost  Reiter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  remember  the  amount  or  the  extent 
of  his  claim? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  do  not.  I  think  it  was  about  160  acres.  All 
the  claims,  in  fact,  in  the  Alaska  district  were  for  160  acres  each.  Of 
course,  there  were  some  fractional  claims  that  did  not  have  as  much 
of  an  acreage,  and  I  did  not  take  that  affidavit  myself;  one  of  the 
special  agents  took  that. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  what  he  would  have  been  obliged 
to  expend  to  make  his  entry  of  160  acres? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  make  the  entry  he  would  have  had  to  pay  $1,600 
but  he  had  not  made  an  entry  on  the  land.  He  had  only  made  a 
filing. 

Senator  Fletcher.  A  filing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  The  filing,  I  think,  cost  $10,  and  of  course 
there  were  the  expenses  incident  to  the  location. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  anvthing  of  the  historv  of  the 
act  of  1904? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  read  something  about  it,  but  that  was  from  the 
records  of  Congress. 
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Senator  Fletcher.  You  had  no  part  in  the  preparation  or  the  con- 
sideration or  the  origin  of  it,  or  anything  of  that  sort — nothing  of  your 
personal  knowledge  in  connection  with  it? 

Mr.  Glayis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  know  anything  about  the  Alaska 
cases  then. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  was  the  act  of  1904.  How  about  the  act 
of  19081 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  anything  further  than  what  the  record 
shows  in  that  respect.     I  was  not  here  when  that  was  passed. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  was  going  to  ask  whether  you  knew  who  pre- 
pared the  antitrust  paragraph  of  that  act  of  1908,  section  3) 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowledge,  except 
what  the  bill  shows. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now  turn  to  pages  78  and  79  of  Senate  Docu- 
ment 248,  and  upon  page  78,  tell  us  wnat  you  did  with  reference  to 
taking  the  Alaska  claims  up  with  the  Forest  Service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  sent  a  telegram  to  Mr.  A.  C.  Shaw,  the  law  officer  of 
the  Forest  Service,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Senator  Fletcher.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  July  16, 1909.  That  was  the  first  time  that  I  took 
the  matter  up  with  the  Forestry  Service  in  any  way.  I  never  in  the 
past  consulted  them  in  any  way  about  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  it  incumbent  upon  you  to  first  consult 
your  superior  officers  before  sending  a  telegram  of  that  sort? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir:  I  do  not  think  so.  In  fact,  we  had  not  been 
in  the  habit  of  doing  that  under  the  agreement  entered  into  between 
Secretary  Garfield  and  Secretary  Wilson — and  the  letter  of  March  22, 
1909,  was  the  result  of  that  agreement — did  not  necessarily  require  us 
to  take  that  action. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Why  did  you  send  that  telegram? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  wanted  to  get  the  hearings  postponed  in  the 
Cunningham  cases. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  followed  after  that — to  what  extent  did 
the  Forestry  Service  intervene? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  think  the  next  day  Mr.  Shaw  wired  me  that  he 
could  not  come,  but  that  he  would  send  a  law  officer  of  the  Forestry 
Service  from  Portland  up  to  Seattle  to  confer  with  me,  and  that  law 
officer  came  up  and  went  over  the  papers  and  made  a  report  to 
the  Forestry  Service. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  that  law  officer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  His  name  was  Mr.  Pierce.  I  do  not  know  his  initials 
now;  I  forget  them.  He  was  at  that  time  the  district  law  officer  of 
the  Forestry  Service  at  Portland,  Oreg. 

Senator  Fletcher.  When  was  that,  if  you  remember? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  about  July  18  or  20,  somewhere  along  that 
time. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Just  go  ahead  and  state  what  else  was  done. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  went  over  the  papers  and  recommended  to  the 
Forester  that  a  continuance  be  secured  until  a  field  examination  could 
be  made. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  else  did  you  do? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  reference  to  the  Forestry  Service? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  do  not  think  I  did  anything  then  officially 
with  the  Forestry  Service.  I  wrote  Mr.  Shaw  a,  telegram,  but  that 
was  personal  after  that. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  saw  the  Chief  Forester,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  that  was  along  about  August  5,  somewhere  in 
there;  or  August  9,  it  might  have  been.  My  daily  reports  show  the 
day  I  saw  the  Forester.  1  met  him  at  Spokane,  Wash.,  and  explained 
the  situation  to  him.  I  explained  also  to  ex-Governor  Pardee,  of 
California,  and  told  him  of  it,  and  I  went  over  the  evidence  I  had 
procured  arid  the  facts  with  both  Mr.  Pinchot  and  Mr.  Pardee,  and  as 
a  result  ot  that,  I  told  him  that  I  thought  of  making  the  whole  thing 
public  and  get  out;  and  as  a  result  of  that,  however,  Mr.  Pinchot 
,  thought  it  was  such  a  serious  matter  that  the  facts  ought  to  be  laid 
before  the  President,  and  he  gave  me  a  couple  of  letters  of  introduc- 
tion to  the  President,  and  the  next  day  I  started  East  to  see  the 
President. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Referring  to  your  letter  to  the  commissioner 
of  July  8,  1909,  page  525,  of  this  Senate  document  248,  did  you  get 
the  copies  referred  to  in  the  last  paragraph  of  that  letter — it  is  the 
last  paragraph  on  page  526. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  never  sent  me  those  letters. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  ask  Mr.  Dennett  at  any  time  by  wire 
or  letter  or  orally  if  he  had  any  information  tending  to  show  fraud 
in  connection  with  any  of  these  entries? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  sent  him  a  telegram  mentioned  in  this 
record  here. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  get  a  reply  to  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  mentioned  mthe  record. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Is  his  reply  set  out? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  does  he  reply? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  said  that  no  admissions  had  been  made  to  him. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  Donald  R.  McKenzie? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Ye3,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Who  is  he,  and  what  relation  did  he  sustain 
to  Mr.  Ballinger  or  Mr.  Dennett? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  very  friendly  with  them.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  Donald  R.  or  Donald  A.  McKenzie,  the  one  I  have  in 
mind.  I  am  not  sure  of  his  middle  initial.  It  is  the  same  McKenzie 
that  followed  Mr.  Ballinger's  testimony  in  the  Cale  bill  at  that  hear- 
ing—the one  that  I  have  in  mind. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  on 
June  26,  1909,  in  the  presence  of  Jones  in  Seattle  regarding  the 
Alaska  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  was  about  that  time;  I  do  not  know  the  date 
now.  He  made  an  affidavit  about  that  conversation.  We  also  took 
his  statement.     It  was  about  June  26. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  McKenzie's  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  in  the  record  here  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  it  is.     He  is  interested  in  the 

Senator  Fletcher.  Whose  statement  is  this? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  interested  in  the  Doughton  group  of  coal  claims, 
I  think,  and  another  group  of  coal  claims  up  there.     He  had  made 
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some  kind  of  a  report  on  them.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  in  this 
statement. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  statement  did  he  make  to  you  and  Mr. 
Jones) 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  after  we  got  through  taking  his  statement,  and 
the  stenographer  had  stopped  taking  notes,  he  told  us  about  Mr. 
Garfield's  antagonism  against  the  Alaska  coal  claims,  and  said  that — 
we  tried  to  use  his  own  words,  but  I  do  not  know  whether  I  can  use 
his  words  now  or  not. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Just  give  us  the  substance  of  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  he  said  that  that  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  he 
was  not  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  because  of  his  antagonism  and 
action  in  the  Alaska  coal  matters.  That  was  about  the  substance 
of  it. 

Mr.  Denby.  Who  said  that,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  This  Donald  McKenzie. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  he  say  ?    I  did  not  quite  understand  you. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  said  because  of  his  views  on  the  Alaska  coal  laws, 
and  his  antagonism  to  the  Alaska  coal  claims,  was  one  of  the  reasons 
why  he  was  not  in  the  Cabinet  under  President  Taft. 

Mr.  Graham.  In  what  department? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Did  he  state  what  the  other  reasons  were? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  think  he  was  only  familiar  with  the  Alaska 
coal-land  cases. 

Mr.  Madison.  To  whom  did  he  make  that  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  Special  Agent  H.  T.  Jones  and  myself,  and  we 
made  an  affidavit  about  it. 

Senator  Root.  Does  that  contain  anything  else  besides  the  state- 
ments or  his  reason  why  Mr.  Garfield  was  not  in  the  Cabinet? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  this  affidavit  that  Mr.  Jones  and  I  made  just 
covered  practically  that  matter  alone. 

Senator  Root.  Was  that  all  the  affidavit  contained? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  Why  did  you  take  an  affidavit  containing  what 
this  McKenzie  said  as  to  the  reason  why  anyone  was  not  in  President 
Taft's  Cabinet? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  we  thought  it  would  be  a  thing  worth  remem- 
bering, in  case  we  had  to  further  investigate  these  coal  cases,  and  if 
put  on  the  stand,  because  in  that  statement  he  said  he  had  explained 
about  the  violation  of  the  coal-land  laws;  that  he  had  violated  the 
law  as  to  having  an  agreement,  and  that  was  the  reason  why  they 
were  antagonistic. 

Senator  Root.  When  was  it  that  you  took  this  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  This  is  not  an  affidavit  that  Judge  McKenzie  made 
himself;  it  is  an  affidavit  that  Special  Agent  Jones  and  myself  made. 

Senator  Root.  This  is  an  affidavit  you  made  about  what  Mr. 
McKenzie  said  to  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  to  us. 

Senator  Root.  When  did  you  make  that  affidavit  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  was  along  in  September. 

Senator  Root.  Of  what  vear? 

Mr.  Glavis.  1909. 

Senator  Root.  After  you  went  to  the  President? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  had  gone  to  the  President. 

The  Chairman.  What  became  of  that  affidavit — where  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  is  on  file  in  the  land  office — in  the  Seattle 
office. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  a  copy  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  might  have  been  among  some  of  the  papers 
I  sent  to  the  Forestry  Service. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  send  some  papers  that  you  had  in  your 
office  at  Seattle  there  pertaining  to  your  coal-land  investigations  to 
the  Forestry  Service  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  sent  copies  of  them  for  their  use  in  their  investiga- 
tions of  coal  cases. 

The  Chairman.  And  what  did  you  do  with  the  original  papers? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  original  papers  are  in  Seattle. 

The  Chairman.  What  papers  did  you  send  the  Forestry  Service 
copies  of? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  list  them;  it  was  all  the  affidavits  I  had 
secured. 

The  Chairman.  In  all  these  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  in  all  these  cases,  and  copies  of  my  reports. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  not  know  that  these  affidavits  that  you 
had  taken  in  these  land  investigations  when  you  were  investigating 
frauds  like  that  are  confidential  and  not  open  to  anybody  else  outside 
of  the  department  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  sent  them  for  official  use  of  the  Forestry 
Service. 

The  Chairman.  You  took  those  as  an  official  of  the  Land  Office, 
did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  was  it  not  your  duty  to  send  them  to  the 
General  Land  Office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Copies  of  them;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  did  you  not  know  that  these  affidavits  that 
you  took  are  confidential,  and  do  not  belong  to  anybody  but  the  Land 
Office  to  examine  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.     They  are  confidential,  but  it  has  always  been 

'  our  practice  heretofore,  where  the  Forestry  Service  was  cooperating 

with  the  General  Land  Office  in  the  investigation  of  cases  in  the  forest 

reserves,  to  furnish  them  with  copies  of  our  reports  and  affidavits,  and 

to  mutually  assist  each  other  in  these  affidavits. 

The  Chairman.  These  fraud  affidavits? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  has  been  the  practice? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  Mr.  Glavis,  was  this  affidavit  made  by  you  when 
you  were  still  an  agent  of  the  Interior  Department  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  Before  whom  did  you  make  it;  before  what  officer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  made  before  one  of  the  special  agents  in  the 
office. 

Senator  Root.  Did  Mr.  Love  or  Mr.  Jones 

Mr.  Glavis  (interrupting) .  Mr.  Jones. 

Senator  Root.  Did  Mr.  Jones  also  make  an  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  made  the  same  affidavit. 
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Senator  Root.  He  was  also  in  the  Interior  Department! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  And  where  was  it  that  you  made  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  Seattle,  Washington. 

Senator  Root.  And  you  do  not  recall  the  officer  before  whom  you 
made  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  it  was  before  one  of  the  agents,  I  am  pretty  sure 
of  that. 

Senator  Root.  By  whose  request  did  you  make  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  one. 

Senator  Root.  And  you  say  the  affidavit  contained  nothing  except 
what  you  have  stated? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  was  all. 

Senator  Root.  That  was  the  only  subject? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  the  subject,  and  it  referred  to  the  coal  cases. 

Senator  Root.  Were  you  through  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  going  to  say  that  it  covers  about  a  page  or  a 

Eage  and  a  half.  It  had  something  about  the  coal  cases  too;  it  must 
ave  had. 

Senator  Root.  What  else  did  it  have  about  the  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember.  I  think  it  had  his  admissions 
that  he  had  some  kind  of  an  unlawful  understanding. 

Senator  Root.  You  had  already  been  to  the  President  with  this 
matter  which  is  summarized  in  this  Senate  Document  248? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  And  it  was  then  pending  before  him,  was  it;  had 
he  decided  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  just  about  that  time;  I  do  not  think  he  had 
decided  it;  I  am  not  sure  Whether  he  had  or  not. 

Senator  Root.  Now,  tell  me  why  you  were  making  an  affidavit  at 
that  time,  when  this  matter  was  pending  before  the  President  and 

Jou  were  in  the  public  service,  containing  a  statement  of  what  Mr. 
[cKenzie  said  as  to  President  Taft's  reason  for  making  his  Cabinet. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  thought  it  might  be  of  interest  to  President  Taft 
if  I  had  another  opportunity  to  speak  to  him. 

Senator  Root.  Did  you  send  the  affidavit  to  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  sir;  I  did  not.  A  few  days  after  that  I  received 
notice  of  my  dismissal.     I  do  not  know  how  long  it  was. 

Senator  Root.  Did  you  intend  to  send  it  to  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  that  in  mind. 

Senator  Root.  Did  you  intend  to  send  it  to  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  Why  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  going  to  show  it  to  him  in  Seattle  when  he  got 
there. 

Senator  Root.  Why  did  you  not  send  it  to  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  intended  to  show  it  to  him  in  Seattle  when 
he  arrived  there. 

Senator  Root.  When  Preseident  Taft  arrived  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  You  did  send  it  where? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  know  I  sent  it  to  the  Forestry  Service  and  also  leftr 
a  copy  in  the  office  at  Seattle. 

Senator  Root.  Did  you  have  any  other  object  than  to  show  it  to 
President  Taft  in  making  it  ?  * 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  had  always  felt  friendly  toward  Mr.  Garfield, 
and  I  thought  I  would  like  him  to  have  known  it. 

Senator  Koot.  Did  you  send  it  to  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  did  not  send  it  to  him. 

Senator  Root.  Was  there  any  other  motive  that  you  had  in  making 
this  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  no  other  motive. 

Senator  Root.  Why  did  you  think  it  advisable  to  send  it  in  the 
form  of  an  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  thought  that  anyone  reading  it  would 
give  it  more  credence  than  otherwise. 

Senator  Root.  You  thought  President  Taft  would  give  it  more 
credence? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  And  Mr.  Garfield? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  Mr.  Garfield  also. 

Senator  Root.  Mr.  Chairman,  has  this  witness  been  sworn? 
.  The  Chairman.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Root.  Do  you  testify  that  you  did  not  make  that  affi- 
davit for  the  purpose  of  making  an  attack  on  President  Taft's 
administration? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  do. 

Senator  Root.  You  swear  you  did  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  swear  I  did  not. 

Senator  Root.  You  swear  that  you  made  that  affidavit  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  President  Taft? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  would  have  aided  him  or 
not,  but  I  had  no  motive  in  mind. 

Senator  Root.  You  have  just  said  that  you  thought  he  would  like 
to  know. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  And  you  swear  that  was  your  reason,  and  your  only 
reason? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That,  as  I  have  said,  I  wanted  to  let  Mr.  Garfield 
know. 

Mr.  James.  You  have  set  out  the  whole  conversation  in  this  affi- 
davit, have  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  is  about  a  page.  I  would  not  say — oh,  you 
mean  in  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  James.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  we  do. 

Mr.  James.  It  was  no  opinion  of  yours  as  to  why  he  was  not  in 
there,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  So  that  if  there  is  any  attack  upon  President  Taft 
it  is  made  by  this  gentleman  in  his  conversation  which  you  were 
repeating  in  the  affidavit — is  that  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  he  did  not  give  it  any  intent  to  attack  President 
Taft. 

Mr.  James.  I  say,  if  there  was  any  attack,  he  was  the  man  who  was 
making  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Has  that  affidavit  ever  been  made  public? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Olmsted.  Mr.  Glavis,  did  you  retain  a  copy  of  that  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  After  leaving  the  service,  you  mean? 

Mr.  Olmsted.  After  making  it.  When  you  made  it  and  forwarded 
it.  you  sent  one  copy  to  the  land  office  in  Seattle,  or  Juneau,  or  any- 
wnere  else  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  did  not  forward  it;  that  was  the  copy  I  left 
there;  that  was  in  my  office  in  Seattle. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  And.  one  copy  to  the  Forestry  Service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  one  or  two. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Was  the  one  forwarded  to  the  Forestry  Service 
addressed — did  it  go  by  mail,  or  was  it  personally  delivered  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  went  by  mail. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  To  whom  was  it  addressed  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  all  my  correspondence  transmitting 
official  documents  was  transmitted  to  just  the  Forester,  United 
States  Forestry  Service,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  That  accounts  for  two  copies.  Did  you  have  any 
other  copy  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  how  many  copies  were  made,  now. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Did  you  retain  a  copy? 

Mr.  Glavis.  After  leaving  the  service?     No,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  did  you  do  with  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  the  copy  I  left  in  the  office;  in  my  office  in 
Seattle. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  In  your  office  in  Seattle — who  has  charge  of  that 
office  now  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  chief  of  field  division,  by  the  name  of  Andrew 
Christiancy. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Has  he  that  affidavit  now,  or  did  he  have  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Whv,  he  should  have  it  there  with  the  files  if  he  has 
not  sent  it  on  to  Washington. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  And  you  retained  no  copy  whatever? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  When  did  you  leave  that  copy  with  your  successor 
in  office  at  Seattle. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  left  it  when  I  left  all  the  records  there — the  day 
I  left  the  service  entirely;  I  think  that  was  September  19,  1909; 
I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  date  was  it  that  you  forwarded  the  copy  to 
the  Forestry  Department  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  <Jh,  I  do  not  remember  that*  I  think  that  was  the 
same  date  that  I  left  the  Forestry  Service,  feut  I  may  be  mistaken 
about  that. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  That  is  the  affidavit  in  which  Mr.  McKenzie  explains 
why  he  was  not  in  the  Cabinet? 

Senator  Fletcher.  No;  I  did  not  understand  that.  Do  you  un- 
derstand that  question,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  Why  McKenzie  was  not  in  the  Cabinet;  I 
understand. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis..  The  affidavit  was,  why  Mr.  Garfield  was  not  in  the 
Cabinet.  ^ 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  Mr.  McKenzie  said  he 
could  have  been  in  the  Cabinet  if 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  meant  Mr.  Garfield. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  want  to  ask  you  a  question  upon  a  different 
subject. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  see  if  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Glavis.  I  got 
the  same  impression.  Then,  as  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  the 
effect  of  this  affidavit  was  that  Mr.  McKenzie  told  you — Donald  A. 
McKenzie — that  Mr.  Garfield  would  have  been  in  the  Cabinet  if  he 
had  been  all  right  on  these  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  what  he  substantially  stated. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  the  original  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  up  in  Seattle,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  leave  that  affidavit  in  the  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  was  the  one.  We  signed  each  one — copies 
were  made,  and  we  signed  each  one  of  them. 

Mr.  Graham.  Two  originals  were  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  a  number  of  originals. 

The  Chairman.  You  signed  all  the  copies? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  One  was  the  same  as  the  other;  as  a  matter 
of  fact  they  were  the  same,  except  one  was  a  carbon  of  the  other. 

The  Chairman.  Are  there  any  papers,  reports,  affidavits,  or  mem- 
oranda that  you  had  while  you  were  in  the  service  or  had  anything 
to  do  with  that  you  kept  copies  of  that  have  not  been  introduced  here 
so  far — that  have  not  been  mtroduced  or  are  not  found  in  this  report 
here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  take  any. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean,  have  you  any  i 

Mr.  Gravis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Who  is  this  man  Donald  A.  McKenzie? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  he  is  interested  in  the  Dalton  group  of  coal 
claims  in  Alaska,  and  he  is  known  among  the  agents  m  the  service 
as  a  lobbyist  down  here  in  Washington  part  of  each  winter. 

Mr.  Madison.  Where  does  he  live — wnere  is  his  home? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  lives  up  in  Alaska  in  the  summer  time. 

Mr.  Madison.  At  what  place? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  trying  to  think.  He  has  got  a  town  site  up 
there;  that  is  at  Nelson,  the  town  of  Nelson.  I  think  he  lives  there 
now.    In  the  winter  time  he  is  here. 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  this  committee  did  not  know  there  was 
a  town  site  named  after  me  up  there. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  is  the  principal  owner  of  the  town  of  Nelson, 
is  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  told  me  about  it.  I  think  he  and  ex-Governor 
McGraw  are  the  principal  owners.  That  is  the  way  I  always  under- 
stood it. 

Mr.  Madison.  Then  he  makes  his  home  there  only  during  the  sum- 
mer and  is  in  Washington  during  the  sessions  of  Congress  in  the  winter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  has  been  the  last  four  or  five  years;  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  has  come  down  this  year  or  not. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  yon  understand  that  he  is  a  lobbyist?  That 
is  his  principal  occupation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  He  is  interested  in  these  coal  claims  and  this 
town-site  companv. 

Mr.  Madison.  Is  he  a  lobbyist  for  whomever  may  employ  him. 
or  is  he  lobbying  for  his  own  interests  in  connection  witn  the  coal 
lands i . 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  never  heard  of  him  lobbying  except  for  his  own 
interests  up  there.  That  is,  he  told  me  about  lobbying  for  that  town 
site  and  lobbying  for  the  last  year  for  the  coal  lands.  That  is  all  I 
know  about  his  occupation  down  here. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  is  not  what  you  call  a  professional  lobbyist,  in 
the  sense  that  he  lobbies  for  revenue? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Graham.  For  somebody  else's  revenue? 

Mr.  Madison.  He  has  interests  of  his  own  which  he  is  down  here 
lobbying  for;  that  is  the  sense  you  want  to  convey? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  All  I  want  to  do  is  to  get  the  facts  as  to  who  he  is. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  all  I  know  about  him. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  is  a  man  of  considerable  wealth  and  prominence 
up  in  Alaska,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  has  any  money  or  not;  he 
is  prominent  up  there;  that  is,  among  the  Alaska  people. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  is  prominent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  he  is  well  known. 

Mr.  Madison.  Does  he  have  a  home  in  the  Northwest  also;  in  the 
northwestern  part  of  this  country  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  he  has. 

Mr.  Madison.  Either  in  Washington  or  in  Oregon? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  he  has. 

Mr.  Madison.  Now,  then,  how  did  you  come  to  take  his  affidavit, 
or  how  did  you  come  to  have  this  conversation  with  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Jones  and  I  asked  him  to  come  back  one  night; 
we  wanted  to  take  his  affidavit  about  the  coal  claims. 

Mr.  Madison.  About  this  group — what  do  you  call  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Dalton  group  is  the  one  he  is  interested  in. 

Mr.  Madison.  Where  did  you  meet  him — at  what  place? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  came  up  to  my  office,  219  Federal  Building,  in 
Seattle,  Wash. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  talked  with  you  quite  a  while? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  spent  two  or  three  hours  that  evening 
with  us. 

Mr.  Madison.  Were  you  discussing  generally  the  situation  in  the 
country  and  the  parties  who  were  T>eing  appointed,  or  who  were 
about  to  be  appointed  to  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  How  did  be  come  to  make  this  statement  that  you 
have  just  testified  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  Judge  McKenzie  spoke  very  freely  to  us  that 
night,  and  it  was  just  a  part  of  the  conversation.  We  had  him  tell 
us  the  history  of  his  connection  with  the  Alaska  coal  claims,  practically. 

Mr.  Madison.  What  did  he  tell  you  about  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  told  us  about  his  interests;  how  he  became  inter- 
ested in  the  Alaska  coal  claims. 

Mr.  Madison.  Well,  what  did  he  tell  you  about  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  that  is  all  set  out  in  the  affidavit  that  I  signed. 

Mr.  Madison.  It  is  on  file  here  as  a  part  of  this  record,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  There  are  hundreds  of  records  that  are  not  filed 
in  this  record. 
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Mr.  Madison.  You  say  he  told  you  in  conversation  about  being 
interested  id  these  Alaskan  coal  lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  then  from  that  drifted  on  to  the  question  of 
the  President's  Cabinet? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Well,  now,  state,  as  nearly  as  you  can,  just  what  it 
was  that  he  told  you  about  the  matter  of  the  choosing  of  a  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  said,  in  a  general  way,  that  it  was  because  of  Mr. 
Garfield's  antagonism  against  the  Alaska  coal  claimants  and  his  views 
as  to  how  the  coal  land  laws  should  be — that  is,  leasing  the  Alaska 
coal  lands — that  made  him  unpopidar  in  Washington  and  among  the 
coal  claimants,  and  that  was  one  of  the  reasons. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  was  the  leasing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  This  leasing  idea — all  the  coal  claimants  are  very 
much  against  it. 

Mr.  Denby.  Was  Judge  McKenzie  very  close  to  the  administration? 

Mr.  Glavis.  This  administration? 

Mr.  Denby.  To  the  new  administration. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  mean  was  he  an  intimate  friend  of  President  Taft? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  or  not. 

Mr.  Denby.  Was  he  very  prominent  in  Washington? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  Was  he  a  man,  would  you  say,  in  Washington,  who 
was  likely  to  know  what  President  Taft  had  in  view  in  makmg  up  his 
Cabinet  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  spoke  more  of  what  he  did. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  am  speaking  about  his  opinions  about  the  Cabinet. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  said  he  never  went  to  the  Cabinet. 

Mr.  Denby.  Was  there  anything  in  Judge  McKenzie's  condition  in 
life  or  past  history  that  would  lead  people  Tie  knew  to  believe  that  he 
knew  what  he  was  talking  about  when  he  made  such  assertions? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  think  you  understand  what  he  led  us 
to  believe.  We  understood  that  he  ana  other  coal  claimants  secured 
the  opposition  to  Secretary  Garfield  through  their  Members  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  Denby.  Did  you  put  that  in  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  that  is  the  way  it  is  stated. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  am  just  asking  you  why  you  attached  any  impor- 
tance to  the  opinion  of  any  one  man  about  the  President  making  up 
his  Cabinet.  He  must  have  been  a  man  of  very  peculiar  prominence 
to  have  been  able  to  have  made  a  statement  of  tnat  kind  on  such  an 
important  matter. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  a  lobbyist  at  that  time.  He  told  us  about 
his  connection,  and  he  led  us  to  believe  that  if  he  had  enough  influence 
to  do  that,  he  might  get  the  influence  to  go  to  the  President  and  get 
another  secretary. 

Mr.  Denby.  Was  not  his  success  as  a  lobbyist  under  the  previous 
administration? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  before  the  Congress 

Mr.  Denby.  But  you  are  talking  about  the  President.  What 
made  you  think  that  this  language  in  his  statement  in  regard  to  the 
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President  making  up  his  Cabinet  was  of  sufficient  importance  to 
embody  it  in  an  affidavit?  I  am  simply  trying  to  find* out  why  his 
statement  made  such  an  impression  upon  you. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  he  said  this  was  worked  through  Members  of 
Congress.  The  coal  claimants  got  their  friends  in  Congress  to  go  to 
President  Taft. 

Mr.  Denby.  He  said  that  the  coal  claimants  got  their  friends  in 
Congress  to  go  to  the  President  and  protest  against  the  appointment 
of  Secretary  Garfield? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  Did  he  give  you  the  details,  and  did  you  state  the 
details  in  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  Did  you  name  any  of  the  Congressmen  in  your 
affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  Then  again  I  ask  you  why  was  Mr.  McKenzie's 
statement  to  that  effect  of  such  importance  tnat  you  thought  it  worth 
while  to  put  it  in  an  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  believed  it  to  be  true. 

Mr.  Denby.  Would  you  believe  any  man's  statement  to  be  true? 
You  must  have  had  some  reason  for  believing  it  to  be  true. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  believed  him,  and  he  had  demonstrated 
that  he  could  get  some  things  through  down  here. 

Senator  Sutherland.  You  believed  him  because  he  was  a  lobbyist? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  because  he  had  been  successful  in  getting 
legislation  through. 

Mr.  Denby.  You  see  we  are  just  trying  to  get  at  the  facts. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  at  this  point,  for  the  information  of 
the  committee,  that  about  the  same  session  that  this  act  of  1908,  the 
coal-land  act,  was  passed,  Mr.  McKenzie  and  some  parties  were  inter- 
ested in  a  bill  for  a  town  site  at  Cordova.  That  bill  came  before  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  was  referred  to  the  Interior  Department 
and  to  the  War  Department,  and  both  the  War  Department  and  the 
Interior  Department — Secretary  Garfield — recommended  the  passage 
of  that  bill.  Senator  Flint,  if  I  remember,  had  charge  of  the  bill. 
That  was  the  Cordova  town  site.  After  that  bill  was  signed  and 
approved  McKenzie  went  to  Alaska  and  named  his  town  Nelson. 
Tnat  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

Mr.  Denby.  Mr.  Glavis,  the  reason  I  am  asking  this;  your  affidavit 
appears  to  have  contained  a  statement  which  very  seriously  reflected 
upon  the  President  of  the  United  States,  a  statement  which  you 
believed.  Now,  I  want  to  know  why  you  believed  a  statement  of 
that  kind? 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  misunderstand  my  explanation  of  the  statement 
if  you  think  it  criticises  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Denby.  It  is  not  susceptible  of  any  other  interpretation,  is  it? 

Mr.  Madison.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  I  understood  you  tnis  way 

Senator  Fletcher.  Let  Mr.  Glavis  explain. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  want  to  see  if  my  impression  of  it  is  correct.  My 
impression  is  that  you  mean  to  say  to  this  committee  that  this  man 
told  you  that  they,  these  coal  claimants,  had  influence  enough  with 
other  men,  Members  of  Congress  and  men  prominent  in  the  United 
States,  to  get  them  to  go  to  the  President  and  induce  him  not  to 
appoint  Mr.  Garfield.     Is  that  what  you  meant  digitized  by  C 


INVESTIGATION  INTEBIOE  DEPT.  AND  BXJBEAU  OF  FOBESTRY.       381 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that  is  the  way. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  did  not  say  to  you  that  they  had  influenced  the 
President  to  do  that,  by  saying  to  the  President  that  Secretary  Gar- 
field was  opposed  to  these  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  He  said  nothing  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  He  did  not  know  and  he  did  not  say  to  you  what  argu- 
ment these  Congressmen  used  with  the  President  to  induce  him  to 
leave  Mr.  Garfield  out  of  the  Cabinet? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  and  I  do  not  think  that  Judge  McKenzie 
knows  whether  that  was  the  reason  why  he  was  left  out  or  not. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  understand  this  fact  to  be  something  of  a  boast 
on  the  part  of  Judge  McKenzie  that  he  and  his  friends  were  powerful 
enough  through  their  influences  to  defeat  the  reappointment  of  Mr. 
Garfield? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  Jones  and  I  both  discussed  that  he 
gave  us  that  impression,  because  after  he  left  that  evening  we  said 
if  he  is  strong  enough  to  get  rid  of  Garfield,  he  surely  could  get  rid  of 
us.     I  think  Jones  commented  on  it. 

Mr.  Madison.  There  is  no  man  so  powerful  nor  his  position  so 
great  that  this  committee,  if  it  is  within  the  purview  or  its  scope, 
may  not  inquire  about,  and  we  want  to  get  the  real  facts.  Did  he 
say  anything  that  in  any  wise  cast  any  reflection  upon  the  President 
of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  did  not  insinuate  anything  that  at  all  reflected 
upon  him  in  connection  with  this  matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  did  not  get  any  such  impression  and  never  put 
such  a  thing  on  the  record  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  neither  Mr.  Jones  rior  I  ever  understood  his 
statements  to  mean  that  way. 

Mr.  Denby.  Did  vou  not,  yourself,  know  at  that  time  that  the 
entire  Cabinet  had  Been  changed;  that  not  only  Mr.  Garfield,  but  all 
other  members  of  the  Cabinet,  except  one,  had  been  supplanted  by 
successors? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  knew  there  was  ,a  new  Cabinet  then. 

Mr.  Denby.  It  does  not  seem  hardly  necessary  to  think  that  one 
member  in  particular  had  been  gotten  rid  of  by  corrupt  influences, 
if  they  were  all  supplanted  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  not  all  supplanted. 

Mr.  Denby.  Except  one.     I  said  except  one. 

Mr.  Graham.  Did  he  give  the  impression,  then,  that  they  were 
not  only  opposing  Garfield,  but  that  they  were  favoring  Ballmger  for 
that  position  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  did  not  give  us  that  impression. 

Mr.  Graham.  That  it  was  simply  opposition  to  Mr.  Garfield? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  Clarke  Davis,  of  Seattle? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  Senator,  before  you  pass  from  that  subject.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  will  ask  the  action  of  the  committee  to  call  upon  the 
Forestry  Bureau  for  a  copy  of  that   affidavit  that  has  just  been 
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referred  to  by  the  witness  in  his  testimony  as  having  been  sent  to 
the  Forestry  Bureau. 

Mr.  Graham.  Perhaps  it  is  included.  Is  it  included  in  the  docu- 
ments you  have  asked  for,  Mr.  Brandeis? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  be  included.     It  is 

I'ust  another  statement  by  this  witness.  There  is  no  objection  to  it, 
lowever,  so  far  as  I  can  see. 

The  Chairman.  The  Senator  from  New  York  moves  that  the 
Forestry  Bureau  be  requested  to  furnish  us  a  copy  of  that  affidavit 
that  Mr.  Glavis  has  been  referring  to. 

Mr.  Graham.  The  original  would  be  better. 

The  Chairman.  The  original  affidavit — is  there  objection  to  that? 
(After  a  pause.)  No  objection  is  heard.  The  affidavit  will  be 
called  for. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  were  on  the  stand  for  two  or 
three  days  preceding  this! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Did  you  make  any  reference  to  this  matter 
before? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  this  affidavit? 

Senator  Sutherland.  To  this  matter  of  McKenzie — the  talk  with 
McKenzie  and  the  affidavit  you  made  about  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Had  you  informed  your  counsel  about  it 
before? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know;  I  do  not  know  whether  I  did  or  not. 
There  is  so  much  about  these  Alaska  decisions  that  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  informed  him  or  not  about  it. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Was  there  any  reason  for  your  omitting  to 
state  it  to  the  committee  on  your  direct  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Omitting  it? 

Senator  Sutherland.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  no. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  did  not  ask  him  anything  about  it;  I  am  very 
certain  about  that,  Senator.  I  do  not  remember  whether  he  ever 
mentioned  it. 

Air.  James.  It  was  brought  out  by  Senator  Fletcher. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  never  knew  of  the  affidavit  before;  I  asked 
him  about  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Denby.  There  are  two  other  papers  I  would  like  to  ask  you 
about,  as  to  whether  they  are  in  the  record  or  not.  One  is  the  report 
of  Jones  which  was  made  either  to  you  or  to  the  General  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  mean  of  December  2? 

Mr.  Denby.  In  which  he  stated  that  Ballinger  had  told  him  not  to 
conduct  a  thorough  examination. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  in  the  December  2,  1907,  report  which  Jones 
made  to  me. 

Mr.  Denby.  Is  it  already  in  the  record  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Copy  of  it  is  annexed  to  Mr.  Glavis's  statement. 

Mr.  Denby.  One  other  affidavit  you  spoke  of  Saturday,  the  affi- 
davit of  Harry  White,  was  it  not? 
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Air.  Glavis.  Yes;  Harry  White.     That  is  not  in  the  record. 

Mr,  Denby.  Do  you  know  where  that  is — where  we  could  get  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  should  be  in  the  Seattle,  Wash.,  office,  in  the 
chief  of  field  division's  office  there. 

Mr.  Denby.  In  the  office  of  the  General  Land  Office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  in  Seattle. 

Mr.  Denby.  Who  was  Mr.  White? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  White  is  interested  in  the  Green  group  of  coal 
lands.     He  was  really  the  promoter  of  the  Green  group  of  claims. 

Mr.  Denby.  And  what  was  it  he  said  in  that  affidavit?  I  have 
forgotten  it.     I  can  not  find  it  in  the  record  here. 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  mean  as  to  what  I  testified  to? 

Mr.  Denby.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  I  only  testified  to  that  portion  of  his  affidavit 
in  which  he  stated  that  Judge  Ballinger  had  attended  to  some  matters 
for  Congressman  Kinkaid. 

Mr.  Denby.  Oh,  yes;  that  was  the  point.  I  had  forgotten  about 
it.     Do  you  know  Mr.  White  or  anything  about  hira — who  he  was? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  know  him  very  well.  I  think  it  was  only  the 
second  or  third  time  that  I  saw  him. 

The  Chairman.  May  I  interrupt  you  a  moment?  This  White 
affidavit  that  you  refer  to,  is  not  that  the  affidavit  on  page  509  in  this 
book  [indicating  S.  Doc.  248]? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  this  is  Henry  White.  This  is  another  man 
entirely.    They  are  not  related. 

Mr.  Denby.  I  think  this  White  affidavit  that  you  now  refer  to  is  not 
in  the  record.     Is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  seen  it;  I  have  not  been  over  this 
record  carefully. 

Mr.  Denby.  It  is  in  Seattle  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  What  date  was  that  taken.  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  either  in  June  or  July.  1909. 

Mr.  Denby.  And  what  is  the  full  name  or  Mr.  Harry  White? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  is  just  Harry  White. 

Mr.  Denby.  Whose  present  residence  is  what? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Los  Angeles,  Cal. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Of  the  Green  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  The  affidavit  will  be  found  with  the  papers 
in  the  Green  group. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  made  some  reference  about  Gov- 
ernor Pardee.     What  relation  had  he  to  the  matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  had  none.  That  was  ex-Governor  Pardee,  of 
California. 

Mr.   Olmsted.  Why  were  vou  consulting  with  him  about  it,  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  with  Mr.  Pinchot,  and  Mr.  Pinchot  asked  if  I 
had  any  objection  to  his  hearing  it.  I  think  he  wanted  to  see  what 
he  thought  about  it,  too,  as  an  attorney.     I  told  him  I  did  not  object. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Where  did  this  conference  take  place? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  Spokane  Hotel,  at  Spokane,  Wash. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  just  want  to  ask  you  one  question  that  has  no 
relation  to  this.  In  the  paper  which  you  testified  that  you  prepared 
submitting  the  question  tor  an  opinion  to  the  Attorney-General  you 
used  this  language — it  is  the  fourth  clause. 
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Mr.  Graham.  On  page  what? 

Mr.  Olmsted.  On  pajje  223:  "A  verbal  agreement  by  two  or 
more  entrymen,  made  prior  to  the  initiation  of  the  entry,  that  upon 
issuance  of  patent  the  entries  would  be  *  *  *,  etc.  I  want  to 
ask  you  what  you  meant  by  the  term4' initiation  of  the  entry!" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Any  time  before  the  entry  was  made. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Any  time  before  the  entry  was  made) 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  cash  paid. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  "initiation  of  the  entry?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  initiation  of  the  entry  was  the  time  they  make  the 
entry,  and  the  entry  that 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  do  you  understand  by  the  "entrv?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  entry  is  when  they  make  payment  for  the  land; 
that  is  the  last  thing  they  do  before  the  land  office,  at  which  time 
they  pay  for  the  land,  $10  an  acre,  and  after  that  the  next  action 
that  is  taken,  if  the  claims  are  regular,  is  to  issue  the  patents. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  When  you  said  the  "initiation  of  the  entry,"  you 
meant  the  eh  try? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  James.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  Question  about  this  letter  of 
August  12, 1909,  to  M.  D.  McEniry,  special  agent,  signed  by  Schwartz. 
He  says  in  this  letter: 

Get  into  scare  heads  to-night  and  Associated  Press,  if  possible,  that  Secretary  and 
Commissioner  have  secured  evidence  showing  unlawful  combinations  of  several 
hundred  coal  entries;  that  General  Land  Office  is  assigning  its  best  coal  engineers  and 
lawyers  to  Seattle  to  assist  in  the  coming  trials;  that  Commissioner  General  Land 
Office  while  in  Denver  had  expressed  confidence  that  several  hundred  entries  would 
be  canceled. 

I  will  ask  you  if  you  know  whether  or  not  there  were  any  news- 
paper notices  along  the  line  indicated,  after  this  date,  emanating 
from  McEniry. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  there  were,  about  August  13.  There  were 
those  newspaper  articles  coming  from  Denver,  Colo.  I  fix  that 
date  because  it  was  the  day  I  arrived  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  James.  Was  it  along  the  line  indicated  in  this  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  James.  It  is  further  stated  in  that  letter  that  the — 

Government  is  making  every  effort  to  secure  speedy  action  on  these  cases,  as  all  coal 
entries  in  Alaska  have  now  been  suspended  for  over  four  years. 

Is  that  true  or  not — 

Coal  entries  in  Alaska  have  now  been  suspended  for  over  four  years. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  There  were  not  any  entries  made  four  years 
from  the  date  of  that  telegram;  there  were  not  any  entries  made  four 
years  from  that  date,  August  12,  1909. 

Mr.  James.  Is  that  a  telegram  or  a  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know.    This  is  the  only  copy  of  it  I  ever  saw, 

Mr.  James.  I  see  that  it  is  referred  to  by  Mr.  Brandeis  as  a  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  a  telegram. 

Mr.  James.  The  stenographer  has  it  wrong.  There  is  one  letter  of 
August  12  from  Schwartz  to  McEniry  which  appears  on  page  424, 
which  reads  as  follows 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Telegram,  as  I  understand  it. 
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Mr.  James.  It  ought  to  have  been  telegram. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Telegram. 

Mr.  James.  So  you  say  that  that  statement  in  that  telegram  as  to 
all  coal  entries  in  Alaska  having  been  suspended  for  over  four  years 
is  not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  there  were  no  entries  four  years  from  the  date  of 
August  12,  1909. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  How  long  is  the  location  made  before  the  entry, 
ordinarily? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  Alaska  then,  under  the  law,  three  years,  and  that 
was  extended  another  year,  so  that  thev  had  four  vears;  in  the  United 
States  they  have  only  one  year  from  the  date  of  filing  of  the  declara- 
tory statement  about  an  entry  to  make  an  entry. 

Mr.  James.  The  letter  also  says  that  the  best  coal  engineers  and 
lawyers  have  been  assigned  to  Seattle  to  assist  in  the  coming  trials. 
Have  you  any  information  relative  to  that  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  any  engineers  came  out  there; 
there  did  not  that  I  know  of.  Perhaps  he  refers  to  Special  Agent 
Kennedy  and  the  expert  that  was  sent  out  to  Alaska.  Oh,  yes,  there 
was;  they  did  send  a  man  about  this  time  or  before  this  from  the 
Geological  Survey.  I  do  not  know  his  name  now,  but  they  did  send 
a  coal  expert  out. 

Mr.  James.  What  was  the  date  of  your  removal  by  the  President? 

Mr.  Glavis.  September,  1909;  I  think  it  was  September  19;  that 
was  my  last  day  in  the  service. 

Mr.  James.  Do  you  know  whether  this  telegram  from  Denver — 
you  say  you  think  about  the  13th  of  August — going  into  detail  as 
indicated  in  this  telegram  here — was  that  of  general  circulation 
throughout  the  United  States,  or  do  you  know,  in  the  various  papers? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  do  not  know.  I  bought  some  Chicago  papers, 
and  I  think  they  were  all  the  papers  I  got  that  day  about  it. 

Mr.  James,   i  ou  saw  it  in  the  Chicago  papers? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  You  do  not  know  whether  it  went  over  the  Associated 
Press  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Mr.  Glavis 

Mr.  Graham.  Just  a  minute,  please. 

Mr.  James.  What  date  did  you  go  to  see  the  President  about  this 
matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember  that  date  now.  My  daily  reports 
will  show  that.     Well,  it  was  about  August  17,  I  think. 

Mr.  James.  About  August  17? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  out  I  am  not  sure  about  it. 

Mr.  James.  All  right,  Senator,  go  ahead. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  was  the  extent  of  the  influence  of  these 
parties  interested  in  the  Alaska  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  was  the  extent  of  their  influence? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Yes;  in  a  social  as  well  as  a  political  way. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  some  of  them  were  very  prominent  socially,  and 
are  very  prominent  socially  now;  and  some  of  them,  of  course,  have 
a  great  deal  of  influence  politically. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Through  what  States  did  it  extend? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Through  Washington,  Oregon,  and  California,  and 
some  in  Idaho.  There  were  some  other  claimants,  a  lot  of  other 
claimants,  outside  of  those  States,  but  the  most  prominent  ones 
among  the  coal  claimants  resided  in  one  of  the  four  States  I  have 
mentioned. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Can  you  state  what  relation,  if  any,  Mr.  Clark 
Davis  had  to  the  Interior  Department  or  the  Land  Office  or  any 
official  connected  with  those  offices? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  This  Clark  Davis  did  not  have  very  much  influ- 
ence with  any  of  them.  H.  R.  Harriman,  who  was  in  the  same 
group — the  Hunt  group — was  always  very  friendly  with  Judge 
Ballinger  and  Dennett. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  know  what  the  relation  was  there  or 
had  been  at  any  time — was  it  just  simply  that  of  friends,  or  client 
and  attorney,  or  what! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Harriman  had  consulted  him  in  regard  to  their  own 
claims.  Harriman  consulted  him  one  time  with  another  man  to 
pass  on  an  agreement  relative  to  another  group  of  claims,  known  as 
the  "Hartline  group."  The  Hartline  group  of  coal  claims  embraced 
about  sixteen  coal  claims  along  about  1906.  H.  R.  Harriman  se- 
cured, or  made  with  this  Hartline  agent  for  the  other  coal  claimants, 
an  agreement,  an  option,  giving  Harriman  the  right  to  purchase  the 
coal  claims  for  $75,000,  I  think — I  do  not  remember  now  the  exact 
consideration — and  some  time  afterwards  the  coal  properties  became 
more  valuable,  or  Hartline  did  not  want  to  live  up  to  nis  agreement, 
and  he  tried  to  get  out  of  turning  these  coal  claims  over  to  the  people 
whom  Harriman  represented,  and  thev  agreed  to  go  to  Judge  Bal- 
linger, as  I  recall  it,  and  have  him  decide  whether  or  not  that  optional 
agreement  was  lawful  and  whether  Hartline  was  bound  under  that 
agreement  to  transfer  the  claims  under  the  option  he  had  given 
Harriman. 

Senator  Fletcher.  About  when  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  got  a  photograph  copy  of  that  agreement,  and  I 
think  it  is  dated  1906  or  1907 ;  I  am  not  sure  as  to  the  date.  Harri- 
man outlined  this  to  me  once,  and  then  Special  Agent  Kennedy — I 
think  it  was  Kennedy — secured  Hartline's  affidavit,  and  I  believe 
he  made  some  mention  of  it  in  an  affidavit,  but  I  do  not  recall  the 
affidavit  at  all  at  this  time.  But  the  papers  are  in  Seattle,  Wash.,  or 
or  were  when  I  left  there,  and  they  would  explain  the  exact  situation. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is,  they  are  in  the  local  land  office  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  in  the  Chief  of  Field  Division's  office. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Is  that  one  of  the  claims  that  is  supposed  to  be 
fraudulent  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  Hartline  group? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Well,  I  understand  they  have  sufficient  evidence 
now  to  cancel  the  claims. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  mean  they  are  claims  in  which  the  same  questions 
arise  as  in  the  Cunningham  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  They  had  not  proved  up  when  this  arrange- 
ment was  made  between  Harriman  and  Hartline.  Hartline  signed 
for  each  of  the  coal  claimants  that  he  represented,  and  then  signed 
his  own  name  as  agent  or  attorney  in  fart.     He  also  had  the  coal 
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claims  at  the  time  this  agreement-  -they  had  not  proved  up  when  he 
gave  the  option  to  Harriman. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  was  the  same  situation,  or  similar  to  that,  in  the 
Wilson  coal  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  along  the  same  lines. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Who  is  John  P.  Gray,  who  telegraphed  on 
July  26,  1909,  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  on  page  532  of  this  Senate  document  t 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Gray  is  one  of  the  attorneys  for  the  Cunningham 
claimants.  He  lives  in  Wallace,  Idaho.  He  used  to  be  private  sec- 
retary to  Senator  Heyburn  here  in  Washington. 

Senator  Fletcher.  It  appears  to  be  claimed,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  you 
had  upwards  of  two  years  in  which  to  complete  your  investigations 
of  these  Alaska  coal  claims,  and  that  you  were  guilty  of  habitual 
procrastination.    Now,  what  are  the  facts! 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  facts  are  just  as  I  have  related  them  all  during 
my  testimony. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Well,  specifically  with  reference  to  those  mat- 
ters, I  mean.    Did  you  have  two  years? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  I  got  charge  of  them  in  December,  1907,  and  I 
was  out  of  service  before  two  years  were  up. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  delay  or  procrastinate  while  the  mat-  . 
ters  were  in  your  hands,  or  did  you  pursue  the  matter  as  diligently 
as  possible? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  treated  them  just  the  same  as  I  would  treat 
other  cases,  and  I  do  not  think  I  procrastinated. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  would  like  to  have  you  ask  him  why  he  did  not 
make  a  report  sooner. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Why  did  you  not  make  a  report  on  them 
sooner? 

Air.  Glavis.  Because  they  were  not  ready  for  report;  because  the 
field  examination  was  necessary  to  be  made. 

Senator  Fletcher.  And  your  report  could  not  be  made  any  sooner 
than  you  arranged  for  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Could  not  the  field  examination  have  been 
made  in  the  summer  of  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  could ;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  not  do  it,  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  was  called  off  of  them  May  2,  1908. 

The  Chairman.  You  had  men  up  there,  had  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  men  in  Alaska. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  working  on  those  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  not  working  on  those  cases.  They  were  doing  the- 
timber  work. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  yourself  never  made  the  field  examina- 
tion; other  men  were  sent  up  there  to  do  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  take  any  steps  in  1908  to  get  men  to  go- 
up  there  during  the  summer  and  make  the  field  examination  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  hail  not  been  directed  to  resume  that  work 
at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Simply  because  you  had  not  been  directed  to  do 
it  you  did  not  doit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  James.  They  called  you  off,  did  they  not,  from  making  the 
"field  examination  before  you  could  have  done  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  The  snow  was  on  the  claims  up  until  July,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  When  did  they  direct  you  to  resume  this  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  October. 

Mr.  James.  Would  it  have  been  possible  for  you  to  make  the  field 
•examination  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Why  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  by  the  time  the  men  would  get  up  there  it 
would  be  too  stormy,  and  the  snow  was  on  the  ground  then.  The 
snow  starts  to  fall  in  October. 

Mr.  Graham.  Was  other  work  forced  on  you  in  the  States  by  those 
in  authority  over  you  which  prevented  you  from  giving  more  atten- 
tion to  this  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  did  give  me  other  work.  I  had  been  directed  to 
resume  the  coal  cases  in  June,  1908,  and  if  they  had  given  me  a  little 
more  help  I  could  have  done  that. 

Mr.  Graham.  Did  you  ask  for  those  things? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  stated  in  the  letter  of  May — I  think  it  was  May  1 — 
which  has  been  in  evidence,  that  the  coal  cases  would  not  be  delayed. 

Mr.  Graham.  Did  you  get  the  help  you  asked  for? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  got  quite  a  bit  of  help  on  the  work  in  the  States. 

Mr.  Graham.  Well,  out  of  it  all,  then,  I  ask  you  again,  as  the  Sena- 
tor did,  why  did  you  not  make  the  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  had  not  been  directed  to  resume  the  inves- 
tigation. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  had  men  in  Alaska  at  that 
time,  had  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  At  what  time? 

Senator  Sutherland.  During  the  summer  of  1908. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  in  Alaska,  and  I  had  Special  Agent  Stoner  with 
me.  I  do  not  recall  whether  I  had  anybody  else  in  Alaska  at  that 
time. 

Senator  Sutherland.  What  time  during  the  summer  of  1908  were 
you  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  there  in  July  and  August. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Of  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  I  thought  that  was  the  time  you  were  busy 
at  work  in  Oregon? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  busy  there  in  June,  and  part  of  July.  I  had  to 
make  this  special  trip  on  through  Alaska  to  get  acquainted  with  the 
territory  and  to  work  out  a  manner  by  which  we  could  dispose  of  the 
lumber  up  there.  Theretofore  the  Land  Office  had  been  accepting 
settlements  for  the  cutting  of  timber  in  Alaska  upon  the  mere  word  or 
the  persons  so  cutting  that  timber.  I  called  the  attention  of  the 
office  to  the  fact  that  I  thought  an  examination  ought  to  be  made  in 
some  way  before  accepting  the  settlement  of  the  timber  so  cut,  and 
the  object  of  my  going  to  Alaska  was  to  work  out  an  idea  of  how  that 
work  could  be  done  during  the  winter  time. 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  was  not  on  these  coal  claims? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Was  that  more  important  work  than  to 
make  a  field  examination  of  the  coal  claims! 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  was  not.     It  was  not  more  urgent,  perhaps. 

Senator  Sutherland.  How  did  you  happen  to  go  there  to  examine 
the  timber  matter.    Were  you  directed  to  go  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  was  directed  to  go. 

Senator  Sutherland.  By  whom? 

Mr.  Glavis.  By  Mr.  Dennett. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Have  you  the  directions,  and  if  so,  were 
they  in  writing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  but  there  was  some  correspondence  in  here. 
I  have  not  the  correspondence. 

Senator  Sutherland.  In  brief,  what  did  he  ask  you  to  do? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  had  specific  instructions — I  forgot  that. 

Senator  Sutherland.  From  whom,  Mr.  Dennett? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  who  it  was  who  signed  the  letter.  It 
was  from  the  General  Land  Office,  about  a  mining  case  at  Nome, 
Alaska.     It  was  in  the  Court  of  Claims  up  in  Washington. 

Senator  Sutherland.  You  went  up  there  about  that,  did  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  wanted  that  examined,  and  in  connec- 
tion with  this  examination  I  discussed  with  Mr.  Dennett  my  plans  of 
the  timber  work,  and  I  was  to  cover  both  on  the  same  trip. 

Senator  Sutherland.  How  far  was  that  from  the  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Nome  is  about  1,000  miles. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Were  the  coal  claims  above  Nome? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  was  this  side  of  Nome. 

Senator  Sutherland.  The  coal  claims  were  about  a  thousand  miles 
nearer  to  you  than  Nome;  is  that  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  did  not  go  that  way.  I  went  down  the 
river,  and  coming  back  the  Nome  boat  does  not  make  any  stops 
except  from  Nome  to  Seattle. 

Senator  Sutherland.  There  are  boats  that  stop  there,  I  suppose, 
are  there  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  there  are  a  lot  of  boats,  but  that  line  of  boats 
do  not. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Did  you  have  other  men  in  Alaska  that 
summer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  I  did;  I  am  not  sure  about  that.  I 
had  them  there  in  the  field.  As  soon  as  I  got  back  I  sent  a  couple 
to  southeastern  Alaska  to  handle  this  timber  work,  and  then  in 
November  or  December  I  sent  three  men  up  to  do  the  timber  work. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Perhaps  I  misunderstood  you.  I  thought 
you  said  to  Senator  Nelson  that  you  had  some  men  in  Alaska  during 
the  summer  of  1908. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  up  there  and  Special  Agent  Stoner  was  with  me. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Irrespective  of  what  I  thought  you  said, 
there  were  some  other  men  up  there,  were  there  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Outside  of  Mr.  Stoner  and  myself  I  do  not  think  there 
were. 

Senator  Sutherland.  How  long  would  it  have  taken  you  to  have 
made  this  field  investigation  or  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  the  Alaska  coal  cases  ? 
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Senator  Sutheeland.  Yes;  covering  the  33  claims — the  Cunning- 
ham claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  about  a  month — a  month'  or  five  weeks,  prob- 
ably— from  the  time  of  leaving  Seattle,  I  mean. 

Senator  Sutheeland.  I  mean  on  the  ground.  How  long  would  it 
have  taken  on  the  ground  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know;  a  couple  of  weeks,  I  think,  or  ten  days 
would  be  ample,  but  you  know  with  the  line  of  boats  up  tnere,  I  think 
they  only  leave  once  a  week,  and  sometimes  the  boats  do  not  stop  at 
Katalla,  and  it  is  the  getting  to  the  work  and  getting  back  that  takes 
so  much  time  in  that  Connection. 

Senator  Sutheeland.  Mr.  Glavis,  do  you  remember  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Land  Office,  the  General  Land  Office,  specifically  to 
the  necessity  of  making  this  field  examination  during  the  summer 
of  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  one  of  the  letters  we  called  for — a  personal  letter 
that  I  wrote  Schwartz  in  January  or  February,  1908 — I  outlined 
then  that  I  thought  a  field  examination  would  be  necessary,  and 
then  later  Schwartz  and  I  discussed  it.  When  we  discussed  the  Cun- 
ningham journal,  we  knew  it  would  be  necessary. 

Senator  Sutheeland.  What  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  is 
this,  that  after  you  were  assigned  to  the  Oregon  work,  and  found 
you  were  going  to  be  kept  on  that  work,  did  you  at  any  time  call  the 
attention  of  the  General  Land  Office  to  the  necessity  of  making  this 
field  examination  during  the  summer  months,  or  suggest  to  them 
that  it  might  be  done  during  that  summer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  write  them  at  all  about  that  because 
Dennett  was  there  in  July,  and  when  we  discussed  the  coal  cases,  he 
made  no  mention  of  the  work.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  made  any 
mention  to  him  of  the  field  work  then  or  not. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Had  you  sufficient  affidavits  at  that  time; 
that  is,  had  you  all  the  affidavits  that  you  wanted  to  collect  at  that 
time;  had  you  done  the  other  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  some  few  left  to  be  secured. 

Senator  Flint.  On  your  return  from  Nome  in  July,  1908,^  how 
much  longer  would  it  have  taken  you  to  have  stopped  and  visited 
the  Cunningham  claims  and  made  the  examination  there  and  returned 
to  Seattle  than  the  trip  that  you  did  take? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  the  trip  I  made  I  left  Nome  in  August  instead 
of  July — the  middle  of  August,  I  think  it  was.  We  could  not  get  a 
boat  leaving  Nome  that  would  stop  at  Katalla. 

Senator  Flint.  No  boat? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  require  me  to  go  all  the  way  to  Seattle, 
and  there  wait  a  day  to  a  week  to  get  a  boat  going  to  Katalla.  Then, 
if  it  was  stormy  for  the  boat,  when  it  got  to  Katalla — some  of  the 
boats  did  not  make  regular  stops  there — they  would  carry  me  to 
Cardova,  and  I  would  have  to  wait  a  few  days  until  I  could  come 
back  and  take  a  chance  on  stopping  coining  back.  And,  further- 
more, I  could  not  make  that  examination  myself,  and  neither  could 
Stoner,  because  we  were  neither  of  us  coal  experts,  and  an  examina- 
nation  of  those  claims  required  an  expert  examination. 

Senator  Flint.  It  was  not  possible  for  you  to  have  stopped,  then, 
on  your  trip  home  from  Nome  to  Seattle;  it  was  going  to  Seattle 
and  back  again? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  we  tried  to  get  a  boat  to  stop  about  halfway 
down,  at  Dutch  Harbor,  but  we  could  not  get  down  even  that  far. 
Senator  Root.  How  did  you  go  up  when  you  went  up  there? 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  went  from  Seattle  to  Juneau,  and  from  Juneau  to 
Skagway,  and  from  Skagway  over  the  White  Pass,  on  the  Yukon 
Railroad,  and  down  the  Yukon  River. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Have  you  ever  been  on  those  Katalla  coal  fields 
yourself? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  is  necessary  in  the  way  of  a  field  examina- 
tion— I  mean  what  expert  knowledge  or  experience  is  necessary  in 
order  to  make  an  adequate  field  examination. 

Mr.  Glavis.  A  man  would  have  to  be  a  regular  coal  expert  in  order 
to  go  through  the  tunnels  and  see  whether  the  tunnels  were  being  made 
to  tap  the  different  coal  veins  from  the  one  mined,  or  how  the  mines 
were  made.  I  would  not  know  much  about  the  operation  of  a  coal 
mine;  I  never  had  any  experience  in  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  Mr.  Stoner  had  had  no  experience,  had  he? 
Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  in  the  handling  of  coal  mines.     Mr.  Ken- 
nedy had  been  a  coal  expert  about  twenty  years;   he  had  operated 
mines  in  Pennsylvania  and  the  State  of  Washington. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Kennedy  was  the  special  agent  who  was  sent 
up  there  the  following  year  in  pursuance  of  your  request  that  the  field 
examination  be  made,  was  he? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Now,  in  this  summer  of  1908,  or  the  spring  of  1908, 
had  there  been  any  special  request  during  that  spring  or  summer  that 
you  should  hurry  the  Cunningham  cases  to  a  hearing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  received  instructions  the  latter  part  of  Feb- 
ruary— no,  about  the  first  part  of  February — telling  me  to  immedi- 
ately proceed  with  the  investigation,  but  I  was  called  off  of  them  before 
I  had  finished  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  refer,  then,  to  the  investigation  that  you  had 
begun  about  the  beginning  of  March,  when  you  got  the  Cunningham 
journal? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Mr.  Glavis,  briefly,  what  was  it  necessary 
for  you  to  ascertain  by  this  field  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Just  the  manner  in  which  the  improvements  were 
made;  how  the  tunnels  were  driven  into  the  mountain. 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  is,  to  ascertain  by  an  inspection  upon 
the  ground  on  what  openings  had  been  made. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  also 

Senator  Sutherland.  And  what  improvements — what  physical 
improvements — had  been  placed  on  the  ground? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  also  to  locate  and  follow  the  veins  of 
coal  which  these  tunnels  were  to  locate,  to  show  that  these  tunnels 
would  tap  a  different  vein  outside  of  this  one  coal  claim,  and  also  to 
show  that  the  main  tunnel  that  they  had  up  there  could  not  benefit 
some  of  the  other  claimants  while  those  same  claimants  were  paying 
for  the  development  work  on  a  claim  that  did  not  benefit  them. 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  is,  to  show  to  what  extent  the  work 
that  was  done  there  was  calculated  to  develop  the  various  claims; 
is  that  the  point? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  That  is  to  say,  to  determine  whether  it  was  to  b 
worked  as  one  concern  or  as  a  number  of  separate  ones? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Referring  to  your  trip,  Mr.  Glavis,  back  to  Nome, 
you  came  by  steamship  in  August.     Wnat  time  in  August  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  the  date;  I  think  I  left  Nome  about 
August  15,  as  near  as  I  can  remember.    My  daily  reports  will  show. 

The  Chairman.  You  came  by  the  way  of  Dutch  Harbor? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  boat  did  not  stop  at  Dutch  Harbor. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  came  through  Unimak  Pass? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  that  boat  touch  at  Sitka  that  you  came 
on — either  Sitka  or  Juneau? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember;  I  came  down  on  the  Northr- 
westem 

The  Chairman.  If  the  boat  had  touched  at  Sitka  or  Juneau,  could 
not  you  have  waited  there  and  taken  the  boat  and  gone  up  to  Valdez 
by  way  of  Katalla? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  there  would  be  no  need  of  your  going  back 
to  Seattle? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  came  down  on  the  Northwestern — the  steam* 
ship  Northwestern. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  notice  whether  you  touched  at  Sitka 
or  Juneau  on  your  trip  back? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  we  did,  but  I  am  not  sure  about  it. 
I  think  we  came  straight  through  to  Seattle  from  Nome. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  had  stopped  at  Sitka  or  Juneau,  could  you 
have  stopped  there  and  caught  a  Valdez  boat  which  would  have 
taken  you  up  to  Katalla? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  what  time  did  you  go  back  to  Seattle  on  that 
trip — about  what  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  got  back  some  time  about  the  20th. 

The  Chairman.  Could  you  not  then,  after  you  got  back,  if  the 
spirit  had  moved  you,  gone  back  there  to  Katalla  on  that  boat  from 
Seattle? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  have  my  instructions  to  do  that  as  yet. 

The  Chairman.  Oh,  it  was  simply  a  lack  of  instructions? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  no,  sir;  I  had  a  lot  of  other  work.  I  was  not 
waiting  for  this  coal  work  to  keep  me  busy. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  preferred  being  ordered  back  to  Oregon 
after  you  came  from  Nome? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  at  Nome.  My  headquarters  were  then  at 
Portland  and 

The  Chairman.  You  had  no  specific  orders  to  go  back,  had  you? 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  have  the  answers  of 
the  witness — I  would  like  to  hear  his  answers.  He  does  not  conclude 
them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  I  had  the  orders — Portland  was  my  headquar- 
ters at  that  time — to  make  a  field  examination  or  investigation  and 
when  I  finished  the  work  that  I  was  on  I  was  to  go  back  to  my  head- 
quarters without  any  instructions. 
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The  Chairman.  Was  there  anything  that  made  it  necessary  for  you 
to  go  back  to  Portland  at  that  time  except  keeping  up  with  the  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  been  away  from  the  division  about  six 
weeks,  and  there  was  lots  of  work  that  accumulated  during  that  time 
that  required  my  attention. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Would  it  have  done  any  good — would  it  have  ad- 
vanced the  work  on  these  coal  claims  in  the  least  if  you  had  taken  the 
steamer  back  and  gone  right  up  to  Katalla?      * 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  coula  not  qualify  as  a  coal  expert.  My 
testimony  would  not  be  considered  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  would  have  been  an  absolutely  useless  per- 
formance, would  it  not? 

The  Chairman.  But  it  never  occurred  to  you  that  summer  to  ask 
the  department  to  send  the  experts  up  to  examine  the  coal  fields, 
did  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  had  been  called  off  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  But  it  never  occurred  to  you  to  ask  for  that  in  the 
summer  of  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  that  that  was  urgent 
until  1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  did  occur  to  me  before  1909. 

Mr.  James.  Was  it  your  duty  to  be  calling  for  experts  upon  some 
work  which  you  had  been  taken  off  of  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  we  never  did  it.  We  waited  to  be  directed 
to  resume. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  came  back  to  Portland  after  that 
Alaska  trip,  what  work  did  you  then  take  up — you  yourself? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  took  me  several  weeks  to  go  over  the  agents' 
reports  that  had  been  made  at  that  time,  which  awaited  my  approval. 

The  Chairman.  What  agents  do  you  refer  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  how  many  agents  I  had  in  Portland  at 
that  time — probably  seven  agents  altogether. 

The  Chairman.  Then  it  took  you  how  many  weeks  to  go  over  the 
agents'  reports? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know;  probably  a  couple  of  weeks,  or  two 
or  three  weeks.  I  had  the  whole  work  of  the  office,  the  direction  of 
the  men. 

The  Chairman.  After  those  two  or  three  weeks  what  special  work 
did  you  do  then  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  September — the  latter  part  of  September — I  started 
to  prepare  for  the  land-fraud  trials,  the  first  case  being  the  Pacific 
Furniture  and  Lumber  Company  case — a  criminal  case — where  we 
indicted  three  out  of  the  five. 

The  Chairman.  You  regarded  that  as  urgent  business  then — 
important  and  urgent  ? 

Air.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  work  had  to  be  done. 

The  Chairman.  It  had  to  be  done  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  for  the  time  being  that  was  more  urgent  and 
important  than  continuing  the  Alaska  coal  investigation,  was  it? 

Air.  Glavis.  It  was  more  urgent,  yes,  sir,  than  the  Alaska  investi- 
gation, but  not  as  important. 
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The  Chairman.  But  was  it  not  more  urgent  to  go  down  to  Oregon 
and  help  in  these  land-fraud  cases  in  the  spring  and  summer  of  that 
year  than  attending  to  the  Alaska  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was,  but  it  was  not  more  important. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  the  department,  in  taking  you  from  the 
Alaska  business  to  that  more  urgent  work,  could  not  be  criticised 
for  that  fact,  could  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  could  have  handled  botl*  if  they  had  sent  me 
enough  men. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  you  know  the  reason  why  they  did  not  send 
you  enough  men  in  the  spring  was  because  the  appropriation  had 
run  out,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  had,  I  think,  all  during  that  month, 
probably  60  or  70  agents  working  on  the  special  work. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  not  what  the  department  WTote  you,  that 
their  appropriation  was  short;  and  did  not  Secretary  Garfield  .send  a 
letter  with  instructions  to  open  it  by  wire  after  the  appropriation  had 
passed  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  that  not  indicate  that  the  appropriation  had 
run  short,  and  that  he  was  waiting  until  Congress  made  a  new  appro- 
priation, and  when  Congress  made  that,  whynis  letter  would  become 
operative? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  have  only  a  few  more  questions  that  I 
would  like  to  ask — about  three,  1  think.  In  seeking  the  construc- 
tion of  the  act  of  1908,  did  Mr.  Schwartz  and  Mr.  Balhneer,  when  you 
talked  of  that  matter,  have  in  mind  its  construction  with  reference  to 
the  Cunningham  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  they  had  it  in  mind.  I  had  it  in  mind 
when  I  discussed  it,  and  my  views  included  the  Cunningham  claims. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  the  conversation  such  between  you  three 
as  to  include  the  Cunningham  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Dennett  was  also  present  at  that  time. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Have  you  the  letter  of  Schwartz  to  you  in 
reply  to  your  personal  letter  to  him  of  July  31,  1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  have  not. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Can  you  state  whether  or  not,  turning  to  page 
800  of  Senate  Document  No.  248,  he  correctly  gives  the  substance  of  it, 
that  is  he  gives  his  recollection  only — whether  your  recollection  agrees 
with  his. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  the  first  part  there  that  "I  immediately  replied 
to  Mr.  Glavis's  letter,"  he  did  not  do  that;  it  was  some  time  after  that 
letter  was  dated.  I  recall  his  letter.  He  said  that  he  had  heard  from 
Dennett,  and  either  Dennett  or  I  would  have  to  resign  or  make  a 
suitable  apology  to  one  another  in  some  way,  to  straighten  it  out;  I 
got  that  letter  after  I  returned  from  seeing  the  President. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  never  received  it  until  after  this? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  has  become  of  that  letter;  have  you  got  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  got  it. 

The  Chairman.  What  has  become  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know;  I  had  it  in  Portland. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  give  it  to  anyone  in  the  Forestry  Bureau? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Bbandeis.  Was  it  on  that  letter  that  vou  got,  in  answer  to  yours 
of  July  31,  that  Mr.  Schwartz  sent  you  that  letter  which  spoke  of 
Senator  Guggenheim  seeing  the  President  about  Mr.  Dennett  i 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Is  that  in  the  record? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  about  the  same  t\nxe.  They  were  both 
received  about  the  same  time. 

Mr.  James.  Has  that  letter  been  filed?  j 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  No,  sir:  it  has  not  been. 

Mr.  James.  We  would  like  to  have  it  filed. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  dated  August  6,  1909,  from  Denver. 

Mr.  Graham.  From  whom  to  whom? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  a  letter  signed  by  "McE"  to  Hon.  Fred  Dennett. 

Mr.  Graham.  Probably  McEniry  or  McEnery,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  The  letter  attached  to  this  letter  is  one 
from  McEniry,  and  he  says  "see  my  letter  to-day  with  reference  to 
information  received  from  Mr.  Pope." 

Mr.  Denby.  Are  those  originals,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  are  copies  of  the  originals. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  are  the  originals? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  General  Land  Office. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  that  a  part  of  the  letters  that  you  have  called 
for,  Mr.  Brandeis? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  I  do  not  think  we  have  called  for  that.  We  have 
some  general  calls.  I  did  not  have  his  letter  particularly  in  mind 
when  I  called  for  them. 

The  Chaibman.  It  is  not  in  your  list  of  calls? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Not  that  I  know  of;  it  was  not  specifically  there. 
I  am  not  certain  whether  the  general  language  might  cover  it  or  not 
in  some  way.  Mr.  Glavis,  do  you  know  whether  these  are  correct 
copies? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  my  stenographer — the  one  working  there — to 
make  a  copy  of  it,  but  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  actually  correct 
or  not. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  That  is,  the  original  letter  was  sent  to  you  by  Mr, 
Schwartz,  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  And  this  is  a  copy  made  before  you  returned  the 
letter  to  Mr.  Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  When  were  those  letters  sent  you  by  Mr.  Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Some  time  in  August.  They  were  there  when  I  got 
back,  as  I  recall. 

The  Chaibman.  In  August,  1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  When  you  got  back  from  where? 

Mr.  Glavis.  From  seeing  the  President.  I  think  they  were  there 
when  I  got  back,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Do  you  wish  to  file  that  letter? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCall.  An  attempt  will  be  made  first  to  get  the  original,  of 
course. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  In  view  of  the  Chairman's  suggestion,  we  will  ask 
that  the  originals  be  had. 
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The  Chaibman.  Will  you  leave  those  copies,  in  order  that  I  may 
use  them? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  I  will  give  them  to  the  stenographer. 
(The  letters  referred  to  are  as  follows:) 

Denver,  Colo.,  August  6, 1909. 
Hon.  Fred  Dennett, 

Commissioner  General  Land  Office,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Dennett:  I  saw  Horton  Pope  to-day  and  he  asked  me  if  I  knew  that 
Vivian  was  again  trying  to  be  a  candidate  for  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 
I  said  I  had  learned  of  it  and  asked  him  what  he  had  done  in  the  matter.  He  said 
he  had  done  nothing  in  particular,  only  that  Senator  Guggenheim  had  called  on  the 
President  about  it  to  enter  a  protest :  that  the  President  hadinformed  him  (the  Senator) 
that  there  was  to  be  no  change  in  the  position  of  commissioner. 

The  Senator  further  stated  that  the  President  advised  him  that  Mr.  Dennett  was 
giving  complete  satisfaction,  that  personally  he  thought  a  lot  of  him,  that  he  was  a 
personal  friend  of  the  Secretary's,  etc. 

Sorry  I  did  not  have  this  good  news  yesterday  so  as  to  give  it  to  you  when  you 
were  here.  But  it  only  confirms,  of  course,  what  we  have  all  the  while  believed — - 
that  there  was  no  chance  for  Vivian.  It  is  good,  however,  to  hear  such  fine  words 
about  you,  coming  from  the  President. 

This  letter  from  Senator  Guggenheim  to  Pope  was  dated  July  20.  Pope  showed  me 
the  letter.  He  doesn't  figure  out,  nor  can  I,  how  Vivian  happened  to  interest  Speaker 
Cannon  in  his  candidacy.  This  part  of  the  proposition  is  an  unknown  quantity  to 
both  of  us.  Mr.  Pope  thinks  that  Mr.  Walsh  ot  this  city  and  Washington  was  the  man 
who  initiated  the  second  candidacy  for  Vivian. 

Hope  you  got  home  all  right,  after  enjoying  the  ride  over  the  prairies  of  northwest 
Nebraska,  and  that  you  are  rested  up. 

With  kind  regards,  yours  truly,  McE. 


Denver,  Colo.,  August  6, 1909. 
My  dear  Harrt:  See  my  letter  to-day  with  reference  to  information  received 
from  Mr.  Pope  to  the  effect  that  Ernest  Knaebel  was  supposed  to  be  appointed  attor- 
ney in  the  Department  of  Justice  in  charge  of  all  land  matters,  etc. 

since  writing  the  letter  this  afternoon  I  have  met  Mr.  Pope,  and  he  requests  me 
not  to  make  any  mention  with  reference  to  Knaebel;  that  he  got  the  information  from 
Guggenheim  in  strict  confidence,  and  he  does  not  wish  it  made  public  as  coming  in 
any  way  from  him. 

Yours,  truly,  M.  D.  McEniry. 

Senator  Root.  Do  they  contain  something  relative  to  the  subject 
matter  of  this  investigation  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  about  the  matter  that  Mr.  James  has  been 
asking,  and  they  appear  to  be  included  in  part  of  the  letter  the  chair- 
man is  asking  about. 

Senator  Flint.  I  understood  from  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  it  was  not 
important  for  you  to  visit  Alaska  to  examine  those  coal  fields,  for  the 
reason  that  you  did  not  have  sufficient  knowledge  of  coal  lands  and 
the  work  necessary  to  be  done  on  mines  in  order  to  obtain  the  neces- 
sary testimony  to  set  aside  those  entries. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  I  could  secure  outside  of  that  enough  evidence, 
do  you  mean? 

Senator  Flint.  No;  you  did  not  have  knowledge  enough  of  the 
coal  business  so  that  a  visit  there  would  be  of  any  benefit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  have. 

Senator  Flint.  Now,  having  that  in  mind,  did  you  ever  write  to 
the  department  asking  them  to  send  out  to  you  or  assign  to  you  an 
expert  to  visit  the  Alaska  coal  fields  so  that  you  could  obtain  this 
information? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No^sir;  they  had  a  coal  expert  at  Portland  to  do  that. 

Senator  Flint.  Did  you  ever  write  to  the  department  asking  for 
authority  to  direct  this  expert  to  visit  Alaska  to  investigate  this  coal 
land? 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  mean  during  1908? 

Senator  Flint.  At  any  time. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  in  1908,  but  I  had  a  good  deal  of  correspond- 
ence with  them  in  1909  relative  to  the  examination. 

Senator  Flint.  No;  I  am  asking  you,  did  you  make  the  direct 
request  of  the  department  to  authorize  or  to  send  this  expert  to 
Alaska  to  examine  these  coal  fields  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  in  1908  and  not  in  1909,  and  not  specifically  by 
name  of  Andrew  Kennedy,  I  do  not  think.  The  correspondence  will 
show,  but  I  did  tell  them  that  a  field  examination  was  necessary. 

Senator  Fijnt.  Did  you  say  that  you  had  an  expert  in  your  depart- 
ment there  that  you  could  send? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  have  to  tell  them  that.     They  knew  that. 

Senator  Flint.  You  think  they  knew  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Flint.  What  was  Kennedy  doing  during  those  months? 

Mr.^  Glavis.  In  1908  he  was  working — that  is,  in  July,  he  was  work- 
ing on  some  important  coal  cases  down  in  Oregon  that  are  in  the 
forest  reserve  there.  He  worked  there  part  of  June,  I  think,  and 
part  of  July.  Then  he  was  ordered  to  Wyoming  and  worked  on  some 
coal  cases,  making  some  coal  examinations,  and  did  not  return  to 
Portland  until  September  or  October. 

Senator  Flint.  When  he  was  taken  from  the  Portland  district  and 
sent  to  the  Wyoming  district,  did  you  advise  the  department  that 
that  was  a  mistake  and  that  he  should  be  sent  to  Alaska;  that  that 
was  more  important  work? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  advise  them  that.  I  know  I  sent  a 
telegram  trying  to  keep  him  in  my  division,  but  I  did  not  specifically 
state  that  he  was  neeaed  in  Alaska. 

Senator  Flint.  Mr.  Kennedy,  while  he  was  in  the  West  there,  was 
under  your  direction,  as  I  understand  you  ?. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Until  he  went  to  Wyoming  for  that  short  period;  yes, 
sir. 

Senator  Flint.  But  you  had  a  right  to  send  him  to  such  coal  inves- 
tigations as  you  thought  proper? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  tnat  I  was  allowed  to  investigate. 

Senator  Flint.  Now,  as  I  understand  it,  you  are  of  the  opinion  that 
the  letters  that  you  had  received  from  the  department  prohibited  you 
sending  Mr.  Kennedy  to  Alaska  to  examine  the  coal  fields  there,  but 
you  had  directions  to  have  him  examine  coal  fields  in  Washington? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  in  Oregon. 

Senator  Flint.  In  Oregon.     Am  I  correct  about  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  could  assign  him  to  any  work  that  required 
investigation  that  I  had  on  my  docket,  and  the  Alaska  coal  case  was 
the  only  work  that  I  recall  having  been  directed  to  discontinue. 

Senator  Flint.  And  you  consider  that  the  communications  you 
have  received  and  the  conversations  that  you  have  had  with  the 
officials  in  Washington  was  such  as  to  stop  you  from  proceeding  with 
the  work  in  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Alaska  coal  investigations;  yes,  sir. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


898       INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Mr.  Glavis,  then  the  reply  by  Mr.  Schwartz  to 
your  personal  letter  of  July  31  was  not  received  by  you  for  some 
twenty  days  after  that  time — after  August  17,  anyhow? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  was  about  the  20th,  I  think,  when  I  got  it. 

Senator  Fletcher.  The  20th  of  August.  Where  was  Mr.  Schwartz 
on  the  16th  or  17th  of  August? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know.  This  letter  came  from  Washington, 
D.  C.     I  think  he  was  there. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Mr.  Glavis,  why  were  no  criminal  prosecutions 
commenced  by  you  after  the  papers  were  transmitted  to  you  by  the 
Juneau  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  took  that  up  with  the  United  States  attorney, 
and  the  United  States  attorney  wrote  me  a  letter  and  asked  me  to 
submit  it  to  the  commissioner. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Please  name  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Elmer  Todd,  United  States  attorney  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

Senator  Fletcher.  He  wrote  you  a  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  wrote  me  a  letter  asking  me  to  get  the  authority 
from  the  Attorney-General  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Is  that  letter  in  the  record;  can  you  produce 
that  letter? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  is  one  we  have  called  for. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  made  a  report  to  the  commissioner,  either  trans- 
mitting that  letter  or  quoting  a  large  part  of  it — I  forget  now  which 
way  it  was — and  I  dia  not  send  it  because  Dennett  was  coming  out 
in  a  short  time,  and  I  held  it  and  waited  until  I  had  a  talk  with  nim; 
and  he  came  out  and  thought  that  if  the  entries  were  canceled  that 
ought  to  be  sufficient  punishment,  and  we  did  not  present  the  matter 
to  the  grand  jury. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  Mr.  Dennett  advise  against  criminal  pros- 
ecutions then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  that  was  his  opinion  and  his  direction. 

Senator  Fletcher.  His  direction — not  to  institute  criminal  pro- 
ceedings? 

Mr.  Ulavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  he  know  that  such  proceedings  would  be 
barred  during  May  of  1908,  or  was  that  the  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  wired  that  it  would  be  barred  but  after- 
wards we  found  some  overt  act  that  extended  that  conspiracy,  so  that 
the  three  years  did  not  run-in  May. 

Senator  Fletcher.  The  three  years  would  not  have  run  in  May? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  you  construe  it;  as  running  from  the 
date  of  location  or  the  date  of  entry? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  construed  the  conspiracy  by  the  overt  act  instead 
of  by  the  entries. 

Senator  Fletcher.  So  you  mean  to  say  that  there  were  no  crim- 
inal prosecutions  instituted  because  of  the  direction  in  that  regard  of 
Mr.  Dennett,  your  superior? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted/  Were  those  instructions  in  writing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  was  in  Portland.  I  took  it  up  with  him 
personally. 
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Senator  Sutherland.  What  cases  were  you  speaking  of — the 
Alaska  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Alaska  cases.  I  think  it  was  the  Christopher 
and  Simonds  group. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Was  it  the  Alaska  cases  or  the  Oregon 
cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Alaska  cases. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  now  about  5  o'clock,  the  time  for  adjourn- 
ment. Before  we  adjourn  I  would  like  to  put  in  the  record,  in  con- 
nection with  the  testimony  about  Donald  McKenzie,  the  act  on  page 
598,  Thirty-fifth  Statute,  being  "An  act  authorizing  the  sale  of  lands 
at  the  head  of  Cordova  Bay,  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

(The  act  is  as  follows:) 

[S.  6418.    Public— No.  214.] 

AN  ACT  Authorizing  the  sale  of  lands  at  the  head  of  Cordova  Bay,  In  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  That  a  corporation  to  be  hereafter  duly  organized  under  the 
name  and  style  of  the  Cordova  Bay  Harbor  Improvement  and  Town-Site  Company 
and  composed  of  the  following-named  persons,  to  wit:  John  H.  McGraw,  Edward 
Lewin,  and  Donald  A.  McKenzie,  or  any  of  them,  and  such  others  as  may  hereafter 
become  associated  with  them  as  incorporators,  shall  be  permitted  to  purchase  at  the 
price  of  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  acre  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  acres  of  such 
nonmineral  lands  of  the  United  States  as  may  be  selected  by  said  corporation  and 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  including  tide  or  mud  flats,  situated  at 
the  head  of  Cordova  Bay,  at  approximately  latitude  sixty  degrees  and  thirty  minutes 
north,  and  longitude  one  hundred  and  forty-six  west  of  Greenwich,  in  the  district  of 
Alaska,  the  same  to  be  located  in  as  nearly  compact  form  as  possible  with  a  front  of  not 
to  exceed  two  miles  on  the  wharfage  and  dock  area  to  be  reserved  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  as  provided  in  section  three  "of  this  act,  in  order  to  effect  the  improvement  of 
said  lands  for  town-site  purposes  and  for  the  promotion  and  convenience  of  commerce 
with  foreign  nations  and  among  the  several  States;  Provided,  however.  That  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  withdraw  from  all  forms  of 
location  or  entry  not  to  exceed  three  thousand  acres  to  be  selected  by  him  and  sur- 
rounding the  land  hereby  made  purchasable,  subject  to  future  disposition  by  the 
Congress. 

Sec.  2.  That  no  land  covered  by  any  valid  existing  claim  or  right  heretofore  ini- 
tiated or  recognized  under  any  law  of  the  United  States  shall  be  subject  to  purchase 
under  this  act  until  all  rights  thereunder  have  been  transferred  to  said  corporation  or 
relinquished  to  the  United  States. 

Sec.  3.  That  the  Secretary  of  War,  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  passage  of  this 
act,  shall  establish  a  wharfage  and  dock  area  extending  along  the  entire  water  front  of 
the  land  proposed  to  be  bought  by  said  corporation  and  one  thousand  feet  in  width, 
thereby  nxing  the  seaward  Tine  of  said  wharfage  and  dock  area,  and  the  area  thus 
established  is  hereby  reserved  and  shall  remain  under  the  control  of  the  United 
States,  in  trust,  however,  for  the  future  State  which  may  be  created,  including  the 
same  or  any  part  thereof  within  its  boundaries:  Provided,  That  wharves,  docks,  slips, 
and  waterways  may  be  constructed  and  maintained  within  such  wharfage  and  dock 
area  in  accordance  with  plans  approved  and  terms  and  conditions  prescribed  from 
time  to  time  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  but  the  public  at  all  times  shall  have  the  use  of 
all  such  wharves,  docks,  slips,  and  waterways  upon  the  payment  of  such  reasonable 
charges,  and  under  such  regulations  as  may  from  time  to  time  be  fixed  and  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Sec.  4.  That  the  right  of  eminent  domain  may,  after  the  issuance  of  patent  here- 
under, be  exercised  over  any  lands  purchased  under  this  act,  whether  such  lands 
may  have  been  included  within  streets  and  alleys  or  otherwise,  under  any  law  appli- 
cable to  lands  held  in  private  ownership  in  the  district  of  Alaska,  and  no  exclusive 
right  of  way  shall  be  granted  to  any  person,  company,  or  corporation  over  the  lands 
purchased  under  this  act. 

Sec  5.  That  the  corporation  named  in  section  one  of  this  act  shall,  within  six 
months  after  the  approval  hereof,  file  with  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  land  dis- 
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trict  within  which  the  lands  applied  for  are  situated,  an  application  to  purchase  under 
this  act,  which  application  shall  particularly  describe  tne  lands  applied  for  and  be 
accompanied  with  a  certified  copy  of  the  field  notes  and  plat  of  the  survey  of  the 
boundaries  of  such  lands,  made  under  the  direction  and  supervision  of  the  surveyor- 
general  of  the  district  of  Alaska. 

Sec.  6.  That  the  corporation  named  in  section  one  of  this  act  shall,  within  twelve 
months  after  the  approval  of  the  application  named  in  the  foregoing  section,  subject 
to  the  approval  and  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  file  with  the 
said  Secretary  a  detailed  plan  of  a  town  site,  embracing  the  lands  applied  for,  upon 
which  shall  be  delineated  adequate  streets,  alleys,  lots,  blocks,  wharves,  docks,  slips, 
and  waterways,  and  such  reservations  as  the  said  Secretary  may  deem  necessary  and 
suitable  for  public  use  as  parks  and  sites  for  public  and  school  buildings  and  coaling 
stations:  Provided,  That  tne  reservations  for  public  parks  shall,  in  addition  to  such 
other  lands  as  may  be  needed  for  that  purpose,  include  all  of  said  lands  which  can 
not  be  reasonably  utilized  as  sites  for  building  purposes;  and  said  corporation  shall, 
after  patent,  dedicate  and  convey  all  of  the  said  reservations  for  such  public  uses. 

Sec.  7.  That  the  corporation  named  in  section  one  of  this  act,  or  its  assigns,  shall 
within  six  months  from  the  approval  of  the  plan  mentioned  in  the  preceding  section, 

Say  to  the  proper  receiver  the  full  purchase  price  of  the  lands  applied  for;  and  within 
ve  years  after  the  issuance  of  patent  said  corporations  shall  do  all  things  necessary  to 
render  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres  of  the  land  purchased  suitable  and  available 
for  wharfage  and  town-site  purposes  in  accordance  with  the  plan  thereof  submitted 
as  required  in  section  six  of  this  act,  and  shall  within  two  years  from  the  approval  of 
the  plan  mentioned  in  the  preceding  section  construct  within  said  wharfage  and  dock 
area  a  public  dock,  wharf,  or  pier,  with  suitable  approaches  on  the  land  side  and  with 
not  less  than  thirty-four  feet  of  water  at  mean  low  tide  leading  to  and  surrounding 
the  same,  so  as  to  enable  ocean  steamers  to  approach,  dock,  discharge  and  take  on 
cargoes  thereat;  that  patent  for  said  lands  shall  recite  that  they  are  issued  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act  and  are  subject  to  cancellation  and  the  land  therein  granted 
to  forfeiture  as  herein  provided;  ana  if  said  corporation  or  its  assigns  shall  fail  to  comply 
with  any  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  act,  either  before  or  after  the  issuance  of 
patent,  all  interests,  rights,  or  title  which  may  have  accrued  or  vested  under  this  act 
shall  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States,  and  the  application  under  which  they  accrued, 
or  the  patent  under  which  they  vested,  shall  be  canceled :  Provided,  That  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  may,  on  satisfactory  showing,  reasonably  extend  the  time  within  which 
any  of  the  acts  enumerated  in  this  act  may  be  performed. 

Sec.  8.  That  said  corporation  shall  have  the  right  to  confine  the  waters  of  Cordova 
Creek  to  one  channel  and  to  straighten  and  deepen  the  same  in  such  manner  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Approved,  February  6,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  I  also  in  that  connection  put  in  the  original  bill 
which  was  introduced  by  Senator  Piles. 

(The  original  bill  as  introduced  by  Senator  Piles  is  as  follows:) 

[8. 6418,  Sixtieth  Congress,  first  session.] 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

March  31,  1908. — Mr.  Piles  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  read  twice  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

A  BILL  Authorizing  the  sale  of  lands  at  the  head  of  Cordova  Bay,  In  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembledt  That  a  corporation  to  be  hereafter  duly  organized  under  the 
name  and  style  of  the  Cordova  Bay  Harbor  Improvement  and  Town-Site  Company 
and  composed  of  the  following-named  persons,  to  wit:  John  H.  McGraw,  Eaward 
Lewin,  and  Donald  A.  McKenzie,  or  any  of  them,  and  such  others  as  may  hereafter 
become  associated  with  them  as  incorporators,  shall  be  permitted  to  purchase  from 
the  United  States  at  the  price  of  two  dollara  and  fifty  cents  per  acre  five  thousand 
acres  of  nonmineral  land,  together  with  the  mud  flats  adjacent  thereto,  situated  at  the 
head  of  Cordova  Bay,  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  the  same  to  be  located  in  as  nearly 
compact  form  as  possible,  with  a  water  front  of  not  to  exceed  two  miles  on  Cordova 
Bay,  and  in  accordance  with  law  governing  the  making  of  surveys  in  the  Territory  of 
Alaska:  Provided,  That  final  receipt  and  patent  shall  issue  for  the  land  entered  under 
this  act  only  after  full  payment  of  the  money  due  on  account  of  the  purchase  thereof 
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to  the  receiver  of  the  United  States  land  office  in  the  district  wherein  said  land  is 
located. 

Sec.  2.  That  no  land  covered  by  any  valid  existing  location  or  entry  under  any  of 
the  public-land  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  be  subject  to  purchase  or  entry 
under  this  act  until  all  rights  thereunder  have  been  transferred  to  said  corporation 
or  relinquished  to  the  United  States. 

Sec.  3.  That  said  corporation  shall  have  the  right  to  construct  and  maintain  wharves, 
docks,  slips,  and  waterways  on  the  shore  line  in  front  of  the  land  purchased  by  it,  in 
accordance  with  plans  to  be  submitted  to  and  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War: 
Provided,  That  ample  streets  and  ways  of  access  to  the  water  front  and  harbor  area 
hereinafter  provided  for  shall  be  reserved  to  the  public,  which  streets  and  ways  shall 
be  noted  upon  the  plans  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War:  And  provided  further, 
That  the  public  shall  have  the  right  to  the  use  of  all  wharves,  docks,  slips,  and  water- 
ways erected  upon  said  harbor  area  in  front  of  the  landB  purchased  upon  payment  of 
reasonable  charges  therefor,  and  the  Secretary  of  War  shall,  as  Boon  as  may  be  practi- 
cable after  the  passage  of  this  act,  cause  said  harbor  area  to  be  established  along  said 
water  front,  not  exceeding  eight  hundred  feet  in  width,  which  said  harbor  area  shall 
be  forever  reserved  to  the  public  and  the  land  embraced  therein  shall  not  be  subject 
to  purchase  under  this  act.  No  dock,  wharf,  pier,  or  other  structure  shall  be  erected 
beyond  the  outer  line  of  said  harbor  area  as  established  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Sec.  4.  That  before  the  purchase  herein  authorized  shall  be  completed  a  plan  of  the 
town  site,  showing  in  detail  the  reservations  made  for  public  buildings,  schools,  and 
parks,  and  such  other  necessary  public  improvements  as  he  shall  deem  necessary,  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  his  approval,  and  the  land  included 
in  such  reservations  shall  not  be  subject  to  purchase  under  this  act,  but  shall  be 
forever  dedicated  to  the  use  of  the  future  town. 

Sec.  5.  That  no  exclusive  right  of  way  shall  be  granted  to  any  railway  company 
over  the  landB  purchased  under  this  act. 

Sec  6.  That  said  corporation  shall  have  the  right  to  confine  the  waters  of  Cordova 
Greek  to  one  channel,  and  to  straighten  and  deepen  the  same. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
who  reported  back  a  substitute.  It  was  afterwards  referred  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  who  suggested  certain  amendments,  and  a  substi- 
tute of  Mr.  Garfield,  with  the  amendment  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 
was  reported.  I  have  Secretary  Garfield's  report  here.  I  will  put 
that  in  and  ask  afterwards  to  put  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
and  I  wish  the  members  of  the  committee  would  examine  the  act  ana 
see  what  it  is.     Here  is  the  last  part  of  Secretary  Garfield's  report: 

I  am  of  opinion  that  the  bill  should  be  modified  as  indicated  in  the  proposed  sub- 
stitute herewith  inclosed  in  order  to  make  its  provisions  more  elastic  and  better  safe- 
guard the  interests  of  the  Government  and  the  public. 

In  this  connection  attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  the  proposed  substitute  reserves 
to  the  United  States  in  perpetuity,  or  until  Congress  shall  otherwise  direct,  a  harbor 
area  1,000  feet  in  width,  fronting  upon  the  proposed  town  site,  and  places  the  wharfage 
privileges  solely  under  the  control  of  the  Federal  Government. 

If  the  proposed  modification,  indicated  by  the  substitute  bill,  is  made,  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  facts  upon  which  a  serious  objection  to  the  passage  of  the  bill  could  be 
based. 

In  addition  to  the  typewritten  proposed  substitute,  I  inclose  a  copy  of  it,  which 
embodies  the  original  bill  and  shows  modifications  I  have  made  in  it. 
Very  respectfully, 

James  Rudolph  Garfield,  Secretary. 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 

United  States  Senate. 

The  entire  report  of  Secretary  Garfield  is  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Interior. 

Washington,  May  t ,  1908. 
Sirs:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  request  that  I  furnish  your  committee  such  facts  and 
information  as  may  be  in  the  possession  of  this  department  touching  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  proposed  legislation  embraced  in  S.  6418,  "Authorizing  the  sale  of  lands 
at  the  head  of  Cordova  Bay,  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  and  for  other  purposes.'1 

In  response  to  this  request,  and  to  your  verbal  request  through  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office  for  an  expression  of  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  bill,  and 
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a  suggestion  of  such  amendments  as  may  seem  necessary,  I  have  the  honor  to  submit 
that  neither  the  lands  affected  by  this  bill,  nor  any  other  lands  in  their  immediate 
vicinity  have  been  surveyed,  or  in  any  other  manner  examined  or  clarified  by  this 
department,  and  I  am  for  that  reason  unable  to  make  any  report  as  to  either  the  char- 
acter, the  present  occupation,  or  the  fitness  of  the  lands  for  town  site,  wharfage,  or 
other  purposes. 

No  applications  for  patents  have  been  presented  to  the  General  Land  Office  for  any 
of  these  lands,  but  your  attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  lands  in  Alaska  may,  under 
existing  laws,  be  covered  by  homestead  locations  for  seven  years,  or  by  mineral  loca- 
tions for  an  indefinite  period,  before  the  department  receives  any  information  as  to 
the  existence  of  such  locations,  for  the  reason  that  notices  of  locations  are  filed  with 
local  recorders  only  and  are  not  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Land  Department 
until  the  locators  apply  for  patent,  lam,  therefore,  unable  to  say  whether  any  of 
these  lands  are  now  being  claimed  under  either  the  homestead  or  mineral  land  laws. 

Section  8,  act  May  17, 1884  (23  Stat.  L.,  26),  declares: 

"That  the  Indians  or  other  persons  in  said  district  shall  not  be  disturbed  in  the 
possession  of  any  lands  actually  in  their  use,  occupation,  or  now  claimed  by  them, 
but  the  terms  under  which  such  persons  may  acquire  title  to  such  lands  is  reserved 
for  future  legislation  by  Congress. 

Later  statutes  protect  the  occupation  of  Indians  and  of  persons  conducting  mission 
stations  among  the  Indians,  but  f  am  unable  to  say  whether  there  is  now  such  occu- 
pation of  these  lands  as  would  be  protected  by  these  statutes. 

It  appears  that  the  lands  affected  by  this  bill,  or  the  more  desirable  part  of  them, 
are  tide  lands  lying  below  mean  high  tide;  but  the  Supreme  Court  said  in  Shively  v. 
Bowlby(152U.  S.,48): 

"We  can  not  doubt,  therefore,  that  Congress  has  the  power  to  make  {grants  of  lands 
below  high-water  mark  of  navigable  waters  in  any  territory  of  the  United  States  when- 
ever it  becomes  necessary  to  do  so  in  order  to  perform  international  obligations,  or  to 
effect  the  improvement  of  said  lands  for  the  promotion  and  convenience  of  commerce 
with  foreign  nations  and  among  the  several  States,  or  to  carry  out  other  public  purposes 
appropriate  to  the  objects  for  which  the  United  States  hold  the  territory.0 

This  department  is  not  in  possession  of  sufficient  information  as  to  the  character 
or  location  of  the  land,  the  surrounding  conditions,  or  local  needs  to  enable  me  to 
determine  whether  the  benefits  of  the  town-site  and  wharfage  privileges  contem- 
plated by  this  bill  are  of  sufficient  importance  to  the  general  public  to  justify  the 
granting  of  the  special  privilege  of  purchase  to  this  private  corporation. 

.  Attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  the  bill  as  introduced  may  not  be  sufficiently 
specific  in  its  provisions  relating  to  rights  of  way  and  that  it  does  not  sufficiently  fix 
and  limit  the  time  within  which  the  purchasers  shall  perform  such  acts  as  may  be 
necessary  to  render  the  lands  available  for  town-site  and  wharfage  purposes,  but,  if 
Congress  thould  deem  it  wise  to  authorize  the  sale  of  these  lands  for  the  purposes  indi- 
cated in  this  bill,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  bill  should  be  modified  as  indicated  in  the 
proposed  substitute  herewith  inclosed  in  order  to  make  its  provisions  more  elastic 
and  better  safeguard  the  interests  of  the  Government  and  the  public. 

In  this  connection  attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  the  proposed  substitute  reserves 
to  the  United  States  in  perpetuity,  or  until  Congress  shall  otherwise  direct,  a  harbor 
area  1,000  feet  in  width,  fronting  upon  the  proposed  town  site,  and  places  the  wharf- 
age privileges  solely  under  the  control  of  the  Federal  Government. 

If  the  proposed  modification,  indicated  by  the  substitute  bill,  is  made,  I  am  no 
aware  of  any  facts  upon  which  a  serious  objection  to  the  passage  of  the  bill  could  be 
based. 

In  addition  to  the  type  writ  ten  proposed  substitute,  I  inclose  a  copy  of  it,  which 
embodies  the  original  bul  and  shows  modifications  I  have  made  in  it. 
Very  respectfully, 

James  Rudolph  Garfield,  Secretary. 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 

United  States  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  My  recollection  also  is  that  Senator  Flint  reported 
the  bill.  It  was  also  referred  to  the  War  Department,  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  made  some  suggestions  and  amendments,  and  they  were 
incorporated,  and  the  incorporators  in  the  act  are: 

That  a  corporation  to  be  hereafter  duly  organized  under  the  name  and  style  of  the 
Cordova  Bay  Harbor  Improvement  Town  Site  Company  and  composed  of  the  follow- 
ing-named persons:  John  H.  McGraw,  Edward  Lewin,  and  Donald  A.  McKenzie,  or 
any  of  them,  etc. 
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Those  were  the  incorporators  and  that  is  the  law.  What  I  know 
about  Donald  McKenzie  is  that  I  was  on  a  committee  that  went  up  to 
Alaska  in  1905,  and  I  found  Donald  McKenzie  up  as  a  court  com- 
missioner on  the  Kodiak  River,  Judge  Wickersham's  district.  I  got 
acquainted  with  him  up  there.  That  is  all  I  know  about  him.  After 
they  got  the  bill  passed  and  I  got  back  to  Seattle,  I  saw  a  clipping 
from  the  newspaper  that  he  was  goinp  to  call  the  town  Nelson. 

I  called  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  these  facts,  because  at 
the  time  the  bill  passed  I  was  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands.  Senator  Flint  had  charge  of  the  bill  and  reported  it. 
[Laughter.] 

Senator  Root.  Mr.  Chairman,  here  is  a  memorandum  that  has 
been  handed  to  me,  being  memorandum  of  records  of  papers  in  the 
Interior  Department,  hearing  on  charges  against  the  administration 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  It  appears  to  me  that  these 
papers  should  be  requested  from  the  department. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Root  moves  that  certain  papers  specified 
in  the  list  which  he  submits  be  sent  for  from  the  Interior  Department. 
If  there  is  no  objection  I  will  have  the  papers  named  sent  for. 

(The  memorandum  of  papers  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

MEMORANDUM    OF    RECORDS    AND    PAPERS    IN    THE    INTERIOR    DEPARTMENT    BEARING 
ON  CHAROE8  AGAINST  THE  ADMINISTRATION  OP  THE  DEPARTMENT  OP  THE  INTERIOR. 

1.  Glavis  charges  in  re  Alaska  coal  claims.  Files  relating  to  Alaska  cdal  lands  and 
legislation  or  proposed  legislation  relating  thereto.  Copies  of  records  of  the  Cunning- 
ham and  other  groups  of  Alaska  coal  claims  and  the  Wnorf  Alaska  coal  claim. 

2.  Letters  from  Messrs.  Garfield  and  Pinchot  to  President  Taft  complaining  of  the 
administration  of  the  Interior  Department  by  Secretary  Ballinger,  Secretary  Bal- 
linger's  letter  to  the  President,  etc. 

3.  Withdrawals,  restorations,  and  papers  relating  to  conservation  of  water  resources, 
water-power  Bites,  and  restorations  of  lands. 

4.  Letters  relating  to  the  issuance  and  use  of  cooperative  certificates  in  payment 
for  work  performed  under  the  reclamation  act  and  opinions  of  the  Attorney-General 
and  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  as  to  illegality  of  such  certificates. 

5.  Copy  of  files  relating  to  the  cooperative  agreement  for  the  handling  of  timber  on 
Indian  reservations  by  the,  Forest  Service  and  the  discontinuance  of  the  cooperative 
work;  also  records  pertaining  to  lumbering  operations  by  the  Forest  Service  upon  the 
Menomonee  Indian  Reservation  in  Wisconsin. 

6.  Papers  and  records  relating  to  applications  for  railroad  rights  of  way  along  the 
Deschutes  River,  Oregon,  and  protection  of  alleged  power  possibilities. 

7.  Reports  of  Secretary  Ballinger,  First  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce,  Commissioner 
Dennett,  and  Chief  of  Field  Division  Schwartz  to  the  President  relative  to  the  Glavis 
charges.  Report  of  the  Attorney-General  relative  thereto  and  findings  of  the  Presi- 
dent (S.  Doc.  No.  248,  61st  Cong.,  2d  sess.). 

8.  Miscellaneous  letters  of  Mr.  Ballinger  to  Secretary  Garfield  and  Commissioner 
Dennett  relative  to  Alaska  coal  claims,  also  correspondence  between  Mr.  Ballinger 
and  L.  R.  Glavis  between  July  21,  1908,  and  February  20,  1909. 

9.  Letters  written  by  Mr.  Ballinger  showing  disinclination  to  accept  office  of  Sec- 
retary. 

10.  Affidavits  relating  to  activities  of  Law  Officer  Shaw  of  the  Forest  Service  in 
connection  with  L.  R.  Glavis  inspiring  charges  and  insinuations  against  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Interior  Department. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Before  the  committee  adjourns  I  wish  to  ask,  Mr. 
Chairman  and  gentlemen,  whether  you  desire  Mr.  Glavis  to  appear 
at  the  next  hearing. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  committee  is  through 
with  Mr.  Glavis  or  not.  Counsel  will  see  that  we  are  in  an  unfortu- 
nate condition.  There  is  no  one  here  to  cross-examine  or  appear  for 
what  you  might  call  the  other  side.     It  has  been  simply  the  members 
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of  the  committee  who  have  been  conducting  a  feeble  examination. 
It  maj  be  that  some  of  the  members  of  the  committee  may  desire  to 
examine  Mr.  Glavis  further.  As  to  that  I  can  not  say.  I,  personally, 
have  no  desire  to  examine  him  any  further,  but  maybe  some  other 
members  of  the  committee  may  have  a  feeling  in  that  direction. 

Senator  Root.  I  do  not  believe  we  can  determine  now  whether 
we  are  through  with  Mr.  Glavis  or  not,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there 
is  a  great  mass  of  papers  that  have  been  put  in,  or  called  for — and 
manifestly  are  to  be  put  in — the  contents  of  which  will  affect  the 
subject-matter  as  to  wliich  Mr.  Glavis  has  testified.  I  should  not  be 
willing  at  this  time  to  determine  myself  whether  I  ought  to  ask  him 
any  questions  or  not  until  I  have  had  an  opportunity  to  go  through 
these  papers. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Has  the  next  day  of  meeting  of  the  committee  been 
fixed? 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  the  next  meeting  will  be  on  Friday  next  at 
10  o'clock.  So  Mr.  Glavis  will  be  kind  enough  to  put  in  his  appearance 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  Graham.  And  with  regard  to  the  papers  that  Senator  Root 
has  referred  to,  how  soon  may  we  hope  to  see  those? 

The  Chairman.  I  can  not  answer  that.  I  can  only  say  that  we  will 
call  on  the  department  for  them  to  be  furnished  immediately. 

Senator  Root.  May  I  make  another  suggestion?  May  we  not 
make  a  direction  that  when  these  papers  come  in  they  be  handed 
to  the  stenographer  and  be  printed  without  reading  for  our  next 
meeting.  We  are  letting  in  anything  that  comes  along  that  has 
any  relation  to  this  investigation,  and  we  mean  to  continue  to  do 
so.  Now,  why  not  let  these  papers  get  into  print  as  soon  as  possible, 
without  waiting  for  the  next  meeting  of  the  committee? 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  that  they  should  be  printed  before  they 
are  introduced? 

Senator  Root.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  would  be  very  glad, 
of  course,  to  have  them  printed,  but  I  have  asked  for  reports  cover- 
ing certain  periods  because  in  certain  portions  of  that  testimony  I 
am  not  advised  as  to  the  exact  date  on  which  certain  occurrences 
took  place.  It  is  therefore  obvious  that  certain  of  these  papers 
will  be  relevant  and  certain  of  them  will  be  irrelevant  with  respect 
to  the  matters  on  which  I  want  to  introduce  them.  I  shall  be  very 
glad  indeed  to  have  them  printed,  but  I  only  want  the  committee 
to  understand  that  I  do  not  assume  that  each  one  of  these  dates 
will  be  important.  It  is  with  respect  to  certain  dates,  and  I  am 
unable  in  many  cases,  with  respect  to  some  papers,  to  give  the 
exact  dates. 

Mr.  Denby.  You  have  not  asked  for  any  annual  report  or  volu- 
minous papers,  have  you  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  In  the  daily  reports  I  have  asked  for  papers  cover- 
ing quite  a  long  period,  because  I  wish  to  ascertain  and  lay  before  the 
committee  the  exact  facts  which  only  those  reports  can  present;  but 
of  course  there  will  be  certain  facts  which,  as  they  appear,  will  bear 
directly  on  the  question. 

Senator  Root.  They  may  be  other  facts. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  They  may  be  interesting,  if  not  relevant. 
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Senator  Root.  As  to  that,  you  will  have  to  refer  to  the  godfather 
of  the  town  of  Nelson. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  include  in  your  motion  these  papers,  as 
well  as  the  papers  that  Mr.  Brandeis  has  called  for? 

Senator  Root.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  It  may  turn  out  that  these  reports  that 
Senator  Root  is  calling  for  may  be  voluminous,  and  only  a  small  por- 
tion of  them  would  be  relevant. 

The  Chairman.  Would  it  not  be  well  for  Mr.  Brandeis  to  inspect 
them  first? 

Mr.  Olmsted.  He  may  think  them  irrelevant  and  we  might  think 
them  relevant. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  have  them  in  definite 
form 

Senator  Flint.  There  is  another  matter  that  I  want  to  suggest,  and 
that  is  that  I  understand  the  reports  that  are  being  asked  for  are 
reports  of  Mr.  Glavis,  special  field  agent  of  the  Government,  to  his 
superior  officer.  There  may  be  some  matters  there  that  are  not  rele- 
vant, that  refer  to  cases  pending  in  the  courts,  and  we  certainly  would 
not  have  the  right  to  take  those  matters  up  before  the  court  has 
decided  upon  them. 

Senator  Root.  It  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte- 
rior to  decide  that  matter. 

Senator  Flint.  We  are  calling  upon  the  Secretary  to  produce  the 
papers. 

Mr.  James.  Not  where  it  involves  the  public  interest. 

Senator  Root.  I  do  not  see  how  anything  could  be  irrelevant  here. 
The  scope  of  this  inquiry  is  so  broad  that  relevancy  has  practically 
disappeared. 

Mr.  James.  That  is,  everything  is  relevant. 

Senator  Root.  Let  us  get  these  papers  into  print. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well.  I  want  to  remind  the  committee  that 
getting  all  these  papers  printed  will  probably  delay  us  somewhat.  It 
will  take  some  tune  to  put  them  in  print  because  the  matter  covers 
the  whole  law  of  documents.  Mr.  Brandeis  has  called  for  the  reports 
of  the  special  agents.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  some  of  the 
matter  that  he  is  calling  for:  "The  daily  reports  of  special  agents, 
report  books,  now  or  formerly  in  the  General  Land  Office,  or  the 
Seattle  or  Portland,  Oreg.,  land  offices,  of  the  following  persons  for  the 
periods  respectively  set  forth."  Then  it  enumerates  a  whole  lot  of 
agents  here — seven  in  number. 

Mr.  Graham.  Let  me  make  a  suggestion.  We  may  shorten  the 
record.  Would  it  be  practicable  for  the  committee  to  have  an  execu- 
tive session  at  some  time  before  Friday  to  pass  upon  those  matters 
and  determine  upon  them? 

The  Chairman.  Before  we  print  them,  do  you  mean? 

Mr.  Graham.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  would  be  a  very  wise  plan,  because  I 
am  satisfied  that  a  good  deal  of  this  matter  does  not  need  to  go  in  the 
record. 

Mr.  Graham.  We  would  doubtless  agree  that  a  great  deal  of  it  is 
immaterial. 
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The  Chairman.  It  may  involve  an  endless  expense,  and  a  great 
deal  of  it  may  be  mere  surplusage.  I  think  the  suggestion  of  Mr, 
Graham  is  a  good  one.     What  do  you  think  of  that.  Senator  Root? 

Senator  Root.  I  think  that  that  is  a  wise  suggestion. 

The  Chairman.  That  before  we  order  the  matter  printed  we  con- 
sider it  in  executive  session? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  May  I  have  the  liberty  of  seeing  that  evidence 
before  the  decision  is  reached,  in  order  that  I  may  make  suggestions 
to  the  committee  as  to  what  I  deem  to  be  relevant? 

The  Chairman.  Certainly,  at  any  time  it  reaches  us.  I  have  not 
received  any  of  it  as  yet,  even  what  you  cajled  for,  but  I  will  say  that 
the  next  morning  after  you  called  for  this  evidence  I  filed  a  request 
with  the  Interior  Department  for  the  papers,  and  they  are  at  work  on 
it  now. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  I  had  hoped  was  that  they  would  send  in 
the  evidence  in  installments  in  order  that  we  might  take  time,  as  soon 
as  it  was  sent,  to  examine  it  and  see  to  what  extent  it  appeared  to  be 
relevant. 

The  Chairman.  I  suggested  that  to  the  Land  Department,  that 
what  they  had  on  hand  here  and  did  not  have  to  send  to  Seattle  or 
Juneau  for,  they  might  send  to  us  immediately,  or  as  soon  as  possible. 
Of  course  what  they  had  to  send  to  Seattle  or  Juneau  for  would 
necessarily  take  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  supposed  these  daily  reports  must  be  on  file  here, 
and  it  would  only  be  a  matter  of  a  few  minutes  to  get  them  and  send 
them  up  to  the  clerk,  and  I  could  look  over  them  as  soon  as  they 
reached  him. 

The  Chairman.  Just  as  soon  as  they  come  up  you  will  be  notified 
and  have  a  chance  to  examine  them.  I  understand  then,  Senator 
Root,  that  this  matter  of  printing  is  to  be  held  in  abeyance. 

Senator  Root.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  with  that.  What  I  desired 
was  that  the  wheels  should  not  stop  while  we  were  not  in  session. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand.  We  are  to  determine  what  ought 
to  be  printed  in  executive  session.  Is  that  satisfactory,  gentlemen? 
Without  objection  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  Denby.  When  will  we  have  an  executive  session? 

Mr.  Graham.  At  the  call  of  the  chairman. 

The  Chairman.  There  will  be  no  occasion  to  call  an  executive 
session  until  we  get  the  documents. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  move  that  it  be  at  the  call  of  the  chairman. 

(The  motion  was  agreed  to.) 

The  Chairman.  I  suggest  that  we  now  adjourn  until  our  regular 
meeting,  and  in  the  meantime,  if  these  documents  come,  I  will  call  an 
executive  session.  Is  that  satisfactory  ?  In  the  absence  of  an  objec- 
tion it  is  so  ordered. 

(Thereupon,  at  5  o'clock  and  15  minutes  p.  m.,  the  joint  committee 
adjourned  until  Friday,  February  4,  1910,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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FRIDAY,  FEBRUARY  4,  1910. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the 
Interior  Department  and  Forestry  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  4,  1910. 
The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department  and 
Forestry  Service  met  pursuant  to  adjournment  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.t 
after  executive  session. 

Present,  Senators  Nelson  (chairman),  Flint,  Sutherland,  Root, 
Fletcher,  and  Purcell  (vice  Paynter,  resigned);  Mr.  Paul  Sleman, 
secretary;  also  Mr.  Louis  D.  Brandeis  and  Joseph  R.  Cotton,  jr., 
representing  Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavis;  also  Mr.  George  Wharton  Pepper, 
representing  Mr.  Gifford  Pinchot. 

The  Chairman.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  secretary  will  please 
read  the  following  letters. 

(The  secretary  read  as  follows:) 

United  States  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  tt  1910. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Balling ee, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
My  Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  I  was  instructed  by  the  joint  committee  of  investiga- 
tion lut  Friday  to  suggest  to  you  the  importance  of  being  represented  by  counsel* 
before  the  committee  to  examine  and  cross-examine  witnesses  and  for  the  purpose  of 
presenting  to  the  committee  in  orderly  form  such  evidence  as  was  important  and 
material.    The  committee  were  impressed  with  the  idea  that  witnesses  ought  to  be 
cross-examined,  but  were  reluctant  to  assume  the  attitude  of  cross-examiners,  feeling 
that  that  duty  should  be  performed  by  counsel.    I  called  at  your  office  in  the  depart- 
ment on  the  following  morning,  but  found  you  were  away,  so  that  I  could  not  com- 
municate with  you.    I  take  this  opportunity  to  convey  to  you  in  this  formal  manner 
the  suggestion  of  the  committee,  as  indicated  above. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  from  you  at  your  earliest  convenience  on  the  subject. 
Very  truly, 

Knute  Nelson, 
Chairman  Joint  Committee. 


Washington,  February  .*,  1910. 

My  Dear  Senator.  I  herewith  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  esteemed  favor  of  the* 
2d  instant,  stating  that  you  have  been  instructed  by  the  joint  committee  of  investiga- 
tion to  suggest  to  me  the  importance  of  mv  being  represented  by  counsel  before  the 
committee  to  examine  and  cross-examine  witnesses,  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  to  the 
committee  in  orderly  form  such  ovidence  as  is  important  and  material,  and  also  stating 
the  reasons  of  your  committee4  why  it  is  now  (teemed  that  such  course  should  be 
pursued. 

In  my  letter  to  you  of  January  22,  my  declination  to  employ  counsel  was  based  upon 
the  belief  that  your  committee  might  be  less  hampered  in  its  investigation ,  and  because 
I  did  not  wish  to  be  placed  in  the  position  of  imposing  any  check  or  obstacle  to  the  free 
and  full  investigation  of  the  conduct  of  myself  or  any  officer  of  my  department,  nor 
examination  of  any  records  which  the  committee  might  desire  me  to  nave.  I  still 
adhere  to  that  position:  but  I  find,  upon  examining  the  testimony  taken  before  your, 
committee,  that  such  investigation  is  not  being  secured,  and,  responsive  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  your  committee,  I  have  concluded  to  employ  counsel  as  soon  as  possible. 

It  will  require  several  days  for  my  counsel  to  reach  Washington,  and  in  order  that 
his  services  may  be  effective  it  is  desirable  that  he  be  enabled  to  familiarize  himself 
with  the  record  so  far  made  up  and  the  general  circumstances  involved  in  the  inquiry. 
This,  I  have  no  doubt,  can  be  accomplished  in  time  to  permit  of  your  proceeding  on 
Monday,  February  14,  or  possibly  at  an  earlier  date.  I  would,  therefore,  respect- 
fully suggest  that  further  proceedings  be  deferred  until  that  time,  or  such  earlier  time 
a*  may  be  arranged. 

Respectfully,  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Secretary. 

Hon.  Knttte  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Investigation, 
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The  Chairman.  By  direction  of  the  committee  I  addressed  the 
following  letter  on  January  26,  1910,  to  Robert  J.  Collier,  416  West 
Thirteenth  street,  New  York  City: 

January  26,  1910. 
Mr.  Robert  J.  Collier, 

Editor  Collier's  Weekly,  New  York. 
Dear  Sir:  I  am  authorized  by  the  joint  committee  under  House  joint  resolution 
No.  103  (now  Pub.  Res.  No.  9),  a  copy  of  which  is  inclosed,  to  invite  you,  and  hereby 
invite  you,  to  appear  before  the  said  committee  here  in  Washington,  to  give  any 
evidence  or  information  you  may  have,  or  possess,  relative  to  any  matters  within 
the  scope  of  the  inquiry  outlined  in  said  resolution;  and  the  authors  of  any  of  the 
articles  contained  in  your  magazine,  relative  to  said  matters,  are  also  invited  in  like 
manner  to  appear  before  the  committee.  Inasmuch  as  their  addresses  are  unknown 
to  me,  I  ask  you,  on  my  behalf  to  extend  this  invitation  to  them. 

The  time  for  appearance  can  be  hereafter  agreed  upon  to  suit  your  convenience  and 
the  convenience  of  the  other  gentlemen  referred  to. 

This  invitation  is  sent  you  because  the  committee  is  desirous  of  obtaining  full 
information  upon  the  subjects  under  investigation. 

Yours,  very  truly,  , 

Chairman  of  said  Committee. 

A  similar  letter  was  also  sent  to  the  following:  B.  J.  Hampton, 
publisher,  66  West  Thirty-fifth  street,  New  York  City;  A.  F.  Walker, 
publisher,  12  West  Thirty-second  street,.  New  York  City;  S.  S.  Mc- 
Clure,  publisher,  44  East  Twenty-third  street,  New  York;  Editor  of 
the  Engineering  News,  220  Broadway,  New  York. 

The  committee  has  received  the  following  replies: 

New  York,  January  SI,  1910. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  of  Joint  Committee 

of  Inquiry  into  Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  Replying  to  your  courteous  invitation  to  appear  before  your  committee,  1  beg 
to  say  that  it  will  give  me  pleasure  to  comply  with  your  request. 

Much  of  the  matter  which  I  had  deemed  important  for  the  consideration  of  your  com- 
mittee is  now  being  presented  by  Mr.  Olavis  and  his  counsel.  Still  other  matters  will, 
I  understand,  be  submitted  by* Mr.  Pinchot  and  his  counsel. 

If  the  evidence  they  submit  should  not  cover  all  the  matters  relevant  to  the  inquiry 
which  have  come  to  my  notice,  I  shall  ask  your  committee  to  fix  a  day  when  it  will  be 
convenient  to  hear  me. 
I  am,  sir,  with  great  respect, 

Very  truly,  yours,  Robert  J.  Collier. 


New  York,  February  lt  1910. 
Hon.  Knute  Xel*on, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  I  have  received  your  courteous  invitation  of  January  26,  to  appear  and 
testify  before  the  Interior  Department  investigating  committee.  I  should  be  very 
pleased  to  render  aid  to  your  committee  in  any  way,  but  on  careful  consideration  it 
seems  to  me  I  would  not  be  justified  in  taking  the  time  of  your  committee.  I  presume 
your  letter  of  invitation  was  sent  to  me  because  of  the  editorials  on  the  Reclamation 
Service  work  published  in  our  issues  of  September  30  last  and  January  13.  The  opin- 
ions expressed  in  those  editorials  were  based  on  conversations  and  correspondence 
with  a  considerable  number  of  engineers  and  others  familiar  with  the  reclamation 
work,  and  examination  of  published  matter  from  various  sources.  So  far  as  any  of  this 
matter  is  pertinent  to  your  committee's  investigation,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  should  be 
obtained  from  original  sources,  such  as  the  official  records  of  the  Reclamation  Service 
and  the  statements  of  those  who  are  or  have  been  in  position  of  authority  in  it.  It 
would  be  unwise  for  me  to  take  the  committee's  time  and  cumber  its  record  with  testi- 
mony that  might  be  obtained  at  first  hand. 
With  much  respect,  I  remain, 

Very  truly,  yours,  Charles  Whiting  Baker, 

Editor  in  Chief. 
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The  Chairman.  In  pursuance  of  the  request  of  the  Secretary  the 
committee  has  decided  to  adjourn  the  hearings  this  morning  until 
next  Friday  at  10  o'clock,  and  the  hearings  will  accordingly  be  ad- 
journed until  that  time. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  the  hearings  are  adjourned  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  fact  that  the 
documents  which  the  committee  called  for  just  a  week  ago  to-day 
have  not  yet  been  furnished  in  any  part.  I  have  spent  the  last  three 
days  in  Washington  in  the  expectation  of  being  able  to  examine 
those  documents  in  order  to  cull  from  them  that  which  would  be 
relevant  to  this  inquiry  and  lay  it  before  the  committee  with  the 
least  expenditure  of  time  on  the  committee's  part.  I  have  good 
reason  to  believe  that  a  large  number  of  those  documents  are  ready 
and  could  have  been  submitted  to  me  through  the  committee,  and' 
that  they  have  not  been  submitted  for  reasons  satisfactory  to  the 
Interior  Department.  I  think,  in  view  of  the  assurance  which  the 
Secretary  gives  us  that  he  does  not  wish  to  put  any  check  or  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  that  examination,  that  such  part  of  those  documents- 
as  are  available  should  be  submitted,  and  submitted  at  once,  for  our 
examination,  and  that  they  ought  not  to  be  kept  back.  I  have  the 
assurance  given  me  by  the  chairman  that  a  week  ago,  or  six  days  ago, 
he,  in  the  presence  of  the  clerk  of  the  committee,  called  at  the  Interior 
Department  and  gave  special  direction  that  those  documents  should 
be  submitted  in  installments  from  day  to  day  as  they  are  ready.  I 
had  also  the  assurance  from  the  clerk  the  day  before  yesterday  that 
Mr.  Schwartz  had  himself  stated  that  he  would  on  that  morning 
bring  up  documents,  and  that  other  documents  would  be  brought 
here.  It  therefore  seems  to  be  a  matter  of  comment  and  for  action 
by  the  committee  that  these  documents  have  been  withheld  and  that 
the  opportunity  for  making  the  examination  has  not  been  afforded 
to  us. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  have  already  acted  on  that.  I  will 
say  to  the  counsel  that  no  documents  have  been  received  yet  by  the 
committee;  that  if  they  had  been  I  should  have  called  attention  to 
the  fact. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  very  certain  that  is  the  fact. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  committee  has  suggested  to  me  that  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  to  this  very  matter,  and  I  will  further 
say  that  I  will  have  a  transcript  of  counsel's  remarks  transcribed  and 
transmit  them  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  should  like-; — 

Mr.  James.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  would  be  proper  to  say  to* 
the  attorney  what  conclusion  the  committee  came  to  about  these  docu- 
ments being  sent  here  as  speedily  as  possible  in  installments,  not  wait- 
ing for  the  whole  to  be  concluded. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  have  directed  the  chairman  of  the- 
committee  to  communicate  with  the  Secretary  and  request  him  to* 
send  these  documents  up  in  installments  as  soon  as  they  are  ready, 
and  I  will  take  that  course. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  As  to  that  communication,  could  it  be  submitted 
by  telephone?  I  have  spent  three  days  hej-e  waiting  for  it,  and  I  want 
to  return  to  Boston  in  view  of  the  adjournment  tliat  you  have  made- 
and  in  view  of  engagements  of  very  great  importance,  and  I  should 
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like  to  spend  this  day  in  examining  such  part  of  the  documents  as 
are  ready. 

The  Chairman.  As  soon  as  we  get  through  here  I  will  have  a  letter 
framed  and  send  it  down  by  a  special  messenger.  I  prefer  to  put  it 
in  writing. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Sutherland.  I  should  like  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
committee  had  this  very  matter  under  consideration  this  morning, 
and  it  was  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  entire  committee  that  the 
fnterior  Department  should  be  directed  to  send  the  documents  as 
rapidly  as  possible — as  rapidly  as  they  are  completed. 

The  Chairman.  If  there  is  nothing  further  before  the  committee, 
the  committee  stands  adjourned  till  next  Friday  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

(Accordingly,  at  11.05  a.  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  until  Friday, 
February  11,  1910,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 


SATURDAY,  FEBRUARY  5,  1010. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the 
Interior  Department  and  Forest  Service, 

Washington,  February  6,  1910. 

The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department  and 
Forest  Service  held  an  informal  public  session  at  11  o'clock  a.  m., 
after  executive  session. 

Present:  Senators  Nelson  (chairman),  Flint,  Sutherland,  Fletcher, 
and  Purcell;  Representatives  Olmsted,  Denby,  Madison,  James,  and 
Graham;  Mr.  Paul  Sleman,  secretary;"  also  Sir.  Louis  D.  Brandeis, 
representing  Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavis;  also  Mr.  John  J.  Vertrees,  repre- 
senting Secretary  Ballinger;  also  Mr.  Gifford  Pinchot. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  to  the  public  that  Senator  Root  and 
Representative  McCall  have  been  with  us  in  our  executive  session 
and  have  concurred  in  the  action  of  the  committee.  A  lot  of  doc- 
uments and  papers  have  been  called  for  from  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment and  the  committee  have  had  under  consideration  that  matter. 
I  will  say  that  a  large  bundle  of  papers  came  last  night  about 
ten  minutes  before  5,  and  another  smaller  bundle  just  came  this 
morning. 

The  secretary  will  read  for  the  information  of  the  public  what  the 
committee  have  agreed  upon.  It  is  the  unanimous  action  of  the 
committee,  and  the  attorneys  and  public  will  take  notice  of  that  fact. 
Will  the  secretary  please  read  the  resolution? 

(The  Secretary  read  as  follows:) 

Resolved,  That  the  secretary  of  the  committee  retain  the  custody  of  all  papers  sent 
by  the  Interior  Department;  that  he  make  a  liet  and  schedule  of  the  same;  and  that  he 
allow  Messrs.  Brandeis,  Cotton,  Pepper,  and  Smythe,  attorneys,  to  inspect  same  in  his 
presence,  but  not  take  any  away  or  make  copies  of  the  same,  and  that  they  designate 
those  documents  and  papers  they  desire  to  introduce  in  evidence,  and  that  after  such 
examination  and  designation  that  Messrs.  Vertrees  and  Rasch,  attorneys  for  Mr.  Ballin- 
ger, be  given  the  same  opportunity  to  examine  the  papers  and  to  designate  such  papera 
as  they  may  desire  to  put  in  evidence;  all  these  examinations  to  be  under  their  obli-  j 

gations  as  attorneys  not  to  make  public  any  of  the  contents  of  the  papers  until  received  } 

in  evidence.  ' 
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The  Chairman.  I  have  received  the  following  letter  from  Secretary 
Ballinger: 

Washington,  February  5, 1910. 
My  Dear  Senator:  I  beg  to  advise  you  that  Hon.  John  J.  Vertreee,  who  is  now  in 
1  "aahington  City,  will  represent  me  as  counsel  in  the  hearings  before  your  committee. 
Mr.  Can  Basch  will  also  be  associated  with  him.  Mr.  Rasch  has  not  yet  reached 
Washington  City.  I  would  be  pleased  to  have  Mr.  Vertrees  advised  of  any  meetings 
of  your  committee  where  counsel  are  permitted  to  be  present. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

R.  A.  Ballinger,  Secretary. 
Hon.  Kntjte  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Investigation, 

United  States  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vertrees,  counsel  for  Mr.  Ballinger,  is  present. 
Does  he  desire  to  say  anything? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  have  nothing  to  say,  but  simply  rise  to  have  my 
appearance  entered  before  the  committee. 

(An  informal  discussion  followed  concerning  the  order  of  taking 
testimony,  in  view  of  the  possible  absence  of  Mr.  Brandeis  in  Illinois 
during  the  latter  part  of  next  week  or  the  early  part  of  the  following 
week,  but  no  action  was  taken  in  the  matter.) 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  has  also  received  the  following 
letter  from  Benjamin  B.  Hampton,  in  response  to  the  letter  of  the 
committee  of  January  26,  1910: 

Hampton's  Magazine,  66  West  Thirty-fifth  Street, 

[Washington  office,  Munsey  Building.] 

New  York,  January  £9, 1910. 
Hon.  Kntjte  Nelson, 

United  States  Senate. 
My  Dear  Sir:  Your  esteemed  favor  relative  to  the  Ballinger  inquiry  has  been 
forwarded  to  me  here. 

As  editor  of  this  magazine  I  am,  of  course,  entirely  responsible  for  anything  that 
appears  in  its  pages,  but  I  am  not  able  to  secure  personally  all  the  information  that 
enters  into  the  construction  of  the  articles  which  we  print. 

The  water  power  and  other  articles  dealing  with  the  Pinchot-Ballinger  affairs 
were  written  by  Mr.  John  L.  Matthews,  a  member  of  our  staff,  and  an  investigator 
in  whom  we  have  full  confidence. 

It  is  my  judgment  that  my  personal  testimony  before  your  committee  would  con- 
tribute very  little  if  anything  of  value.  I  could  do  nothing  more  than  read  to  you 
the  articles  which  I  have  printed  in  my  magazine,  as  that  represents  practically  the 
extent  of  my  information. 

I  would  say  that  it  would  be  worth  while  for  you  to  communicate  with  Mr.  Matthews, 
and  I  believe  his  testimony  might  be  worth  while. 

You  can  address  him  as  follows:  John  L.  Matthews,  14  North  Kings  highway, 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 

I  might  suggest  that  Mr.  Matthews  is  preparing  to  make  a  trip  to  the  coast  and  that 
if  your  committee  desires  to  hear  him  it  would  oe  to  his  convenience  if  you  advised 
him  soon. 
I  return  to  New  York  Monday.    You  can  reach  me  there  after  that  day. 
Yours,  truly, 

Bbnj.  B.  Hampton. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  now  adjourn  till  Friday  at  10 
o'clock. 

(Accordingly,  at  11.15  a.  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  until  Feb- 
ruary 11,  1910,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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FRIDAY,  FBBBUABY  11,  1910. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the 

Interior  Department  and  Forest  Service, 

Washington,  February  11,  1910. 

The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department  and 
Forest  Service  met  pursuant  to  adjournment  at  10  a.  m. 

Present,  Senators  Nelson  (chairman),  Sutherland,  Root,  Fletcher, 
and  Purcell;  Representatives  McCall,  Olmsted,  Denby,  James,  and 
Graham;  Mr.  Paul  Sleman,  secretary;  also  Mr.  John  J.  Vertrees  and 
Mr.  Carl  Rasch,  representing  Secretary  Ballinger,  and  Mr.  George 
Wharton  Pepper,  representing  Mr.  Gifford  Pinchot. 

The  Chairman.  A  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  that  connection  allow  me  to  sug- 
gest that  the  printed  record  of  the  meeting  of  February  4  shows  only 
Senators,  members  of  the  Senate  on  the  committee,  were  present;  it 
does  not  show  that  any  members  of  the  House  were  here.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  they  were  all  here,  and  I  ask  that  the  record  now  show  that 
correction. 

The  Chairman.  That  correction  will  be  made. 

The  Secretary  will  read  the  telegrams  and  communications  we  have 
received  from  Mr.  Brandeis. 

(The  papers  are  as  follows:) 

Boston,  Mass.,  February  7,  1910. 
Hon.  Knutb  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Investigation  Committee, 

Senate  Chamber,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Argument  in  Springfield,  111.,  proceeds  on  February  10,  and  I  must  therefore  ask 
for  adjournment  as  arranged  with  your  committee.    Have  written. 

Luis  D.  Brandbis. 


Brandeis,  Dunbar  &  Nutter, 

161  Devonshire  Street, 
Boston,  Mass.,  February  7,  1910. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Investigating  Committee. 

Senate  Chamber,  Washington,  D.  C. 
My  Dear  Sir:  I  have  just  telegraphed  you  as  follows:  "Argument  in  Springfield. 
111.,  proceeds  on  February  10,  ana  I  must  therefore  ask  for  adjournment,  as  arranged 
with  your  committee.    Have  written.'1 

I  have  just  been  advised  that  the  argument  in  the  case  involving  the  constitution- 
ality of  the  Illinois  women's  ten-hour  law  will  proceed  on  February  10  at  Springfield, 
111.,  and  I  must  therefore  ask  for  the  adjournment  of  the  hearing  on  any  Alaska  coal 
matters,  as  arranged  provisionally  with  your  committee  on  the  5th. 

It  is  barely  possible  that  if  the  argument  is  completed  on  the  10th  I  might  be  able 
to  reach  Washington  in  time  for  a  hearing  in  Washington  on  Saturday,  February  12. 
but  I  presume  your  committee  will  prefer  to  make  a  definite  adjournment  until 
Monday,  February  14,  as  originally  suggested. 

I  will  wire  you  from  Springfield  definitely  when  I  shall  be  able  to  return  to  Wash- 
ington. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Louis  D.  Brandbis. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.      413 

[Telegram.] 

February  7,  1910. 
Louis  D.  Brandeis,  Boston,  Mass.: 
Do  you  want  adjournment  to  Saturday  or  following  Monday? 

Knute  Nelson,  Chairman. 


[Telegram.] 

Boston,  Mass.,  February  7,  1910. 
Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Investigating  Committee, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Telegram  received.    Thank  you.    Better  make  postponement  until  Monday. 

Louis  D.  Brandeis. 


Secretary  op  the  Interior, 

Washington,  February  9,  1910. 
My  Dear  Senator:  Replying  to  yours  of  the  7th  instant,  in  reference  to  the  pos- 
sible postponement  of  the  hearing  before  the  joint  committee  from  Friday  next  to 
Monday,  February  14,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  have  consulted  my  counsel  and  they  are 
not  disposed  to  oner  any  objection  to  a  continuance,  if  your  committee  feels  that  one 
should  be  granted,  to  the  time  specified,  although  both  my  counsel  and  myself  are 
anxious  to  proceed  with  the  utmost  dispatch  in  the  disposition  of  the  hearing. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

R.  A.  Ballings r,  Secretary. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Investigation, 

United  States  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  Has  the  counsel  any  objection  to  make  before  the 
committee  as  to  this  request? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mn  Chairman,  we  have  no  objection. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee,  in  view  of  the  request  of  «Mr. 
Brandeis 

Mr.  Pepper.  Excuse  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  one  suggestion 
I  should  like  to  make  before  any  action  is  taken  on  the  suggestion 
of  the  chairman.  I  have  the  honor  to  appear  not  only  with  Mr. 
Smyth  for  Mr.  Pinchot,  but  also  for  Messrs.  rrice  and  Shaw.  These 
gentlemen,  as  is  known  to  the  committee,  were  dismissed  from  the 
government  service  on  the  7th  of  January.  It  is  a  matter  of  urgent 
necessity,  especially  in  Mr.  Shaw's  case,  that  he  should  be  at  liberty 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  to  get  to  work  and  engage  in  remuner- 
ative occupation.  He  is  desirous  of  leaving  Washington  for  the 
purpose  of  doing  so.  as  it  is  his  intention  to  practice  law  in  the  West, 
ana  he  has  actually  shipped  his  household  goods  to  his  point  of 
destination.  These  gentlemen,  in  response  to  the  direction  of  the 
Forester,  submitted  to  him  on  January  6  a  joint  letter  under  date 
of  January  5,  which  contained  a  compact  and  candid  statement  of 
the  activities  on  their  part  which  had  been  alleged  to  be  pernicious, 
and  upon  the  basis,  no  doubt,  of  their  letter  were  dismissed  from  the 
service.     That  letter 

The  Chairman.  We  can  not  go  into  that  subject  this  morning 

Mr.  Pepper.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  you  will  bear  with  me  for  just  one 
moment,  I  want  to  make  a  single  suggestion  which  perhaps  will  meet 
the  difficulty  that  you  are  suggesting.  I  have  their  fetter  nere,  which, 
as  I  say,  is  a  complete  and  candid  statement  of  their  whole  relation 
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to  the  matter,  and  is  the  letter  up9n  the  basis  of  which  they  were  dis- 
missed. Now,  they  know  no  reason  why  they  should  volunteer  any 
testimony  before  the  committee,  and  if  no  one  takes  issue  with  any 
of  the  matters  or  things  alleged  in  the  letter,  or  if  there  are  no  other 
matters  respecting  which  they  are  to  be  interrogated,  I  was  merely 
going  to  suggest  that  I  should  be  permitted  to  file  this  their  answer 
with  the  committee,  which  would  leave  Mr.  Shaw  free  to  carry  out 
the  very  necessary  plan  which  he  has  formed.  He  can  not  leave 
Washington  until  the  committee  indicate  they  are  not  desirous  of 
calling  him.  I  merely  say  that  they  are  in  the  position  of  having  put 
themselves  upon  record  with  respect  to  all  possible  facts  germane  to 
the  matter,  and  I  suggest  that  you  would  permit  me  to  file  this  with 
the  committee  as  their  answer  to  the  charges  that  have  been  made. 
They  are  not  in  a  position  to  volunteer  testimony. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Have  there  been  any  charges  made  against 
them? 

The  Chairman.  My  own  judgment  is  that  this  is  irregular.  If  we 
are  to  adjourn  this  case  over,  this  is  in  the  nature  of  evidence  and  we 
ought  not  to  proceed  at  all  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  Pepper.  Of  course,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  defer  to  whatever 
is  the  judgment  of  the  committee.  I  understood  that  the  only 
reason  for  the  adjournment  was  the  impossibility  of  proceeding 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases  in  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Brandeis.  I  thought  in  the  interest  of  making  progress  and  as  an 
act  of  justice  to  Mr.  Shaw,  that  if  he  was  not  to  be  called  as  a  witness, 
and  I  know  of  no  reason  why  he  should  be,  that  he  should  be  set  free 
to  leave,  which  he  can  not  do  now  without  an  imputation  of  shirking 
a  possible  duty  of  appearing. 

The  Chairman.  I  understood  from  Mr.  Brandeis  the  other  day 
before  he  left,  here  in  the  open  session  of  the  committee,  that  he 
would  not  like  to  have  anything  done  in  reference  to  the  coal-land 
matter  in  Alaska  in  his  absence. '  Now,  if  I  understand  this  cor- 
rectly— your  statement — my  impression  is  that  a  part  of  it  bears 
upon  that  question,  and  I  submit  that  in  his  absence  and  under  the 
circumstances  it  would  be  hardly  proper  to  put"  in  that  paper  now, 
because  at  the  rate  we  are  proceeding  a  lot  of  papers  have  teen  put 
in  in  the  form  of  evidence  and  so  considered  by  tne  committee.  How- 
ever, I  will  submit  this  question  to  the  committee  in  executive  session. 

Mr.  Pepper.  Thank  you,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Let  me  ask,  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  Mr.  Pepper 
desires  to  submit  that  letter  in  evidence,  or  merely  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  committee  in  executive  session? 

Mr.  Pepper.  If  the  committee  care  to  make  a  suggestion,  I  should 
adopt  either  course  they  thought  proper;  my  thought  is  that  Mr. 
Price  and  Mr.  Shaw,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they  put  themselves 
upon  record  as  to  the  course  that  they  pursued  in  tnis  matter  and 
were  dismissed  upon  the  basis  of  their'  answer,  that  there  is  no  occar- 
sion  whatever  for  volunteering  testimony  upon  their  part,  and  I 
know  of  no  reason  to  believe  that  they  are  going  to  be  called  by  any- 
body. If  they  are  not  going  to  be  called,  my  thought  was  it  would 
be  an  act  of  simple  justice  to  Mr.  Shaw  to  let  him  depart  in  peace. 

Mr.  Graham.  Could  you  give  to  each  member  of  the  committee  a 
copy  of  the  letter  at  this  time,  so  that  we  could  have  it  till  Monday, 
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and  determine  the  matter  then  without  having  it  go  into  the  regular 
record? 

Senator  Root.  I  should  like  to  make  this  suggestion,  Mr.  Pepper. 
So  far  as  I  know  nothing  has  appeared  before  the  committee  on 
which  we  might  call  in  question  Mr.  Price  or  Mr.  Shaw.  We  have 
nothing  before  us  to  indicate  they  will  be  called  in  question  or  that 
they  will  not.  The  committee  has  not  called  for  them  and  has  not, 
so  far  as  I  know,  any  ground  to  call  for  them.  Ground  may  develop 
hereafter.  We  can  not  tell.  But  if  you  put  in  this  paper  as  a  state- 
ment in  behalf  of  Mr.  Price  and  Mr.  Shaw,  there  would  necessarily 
follow  an  obligation  on  their  part  if  called  upon  to  appear  and  sub- 
mit to  cross-examination  upon  it,  if  it  should  appear  tnat  the  paper 
is  relevant  to  any  matter  oefore  the  committee.  So  that  you  are 
rather  committing  Mr.  Price  to  coining  back  here  if  you  put  in  the 

?aper  and  the  paper  turns  out  to  have  any  relation  to  the  inquiry, 
f,  on  the  other  hand,  the  paper  is  treated  as  one  of  the  documents 
having  to  do  with  the  history  of  the  case,  instead  of  being  submitted 
in  behalf  of  Mr.  Price,  then  probably  it  would  involve  no  obligations 
on  his  part  at  all.  I  should  think  that  it  would  be  much  better  to 
let  it  taKe  merely  its  natural  place  as  a  part  of  the  history  of  the  case. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  move,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  document  be 
received  by  the  committee  as  a  part  of  the  records  in  the  case, 
and  then  on  Monday,  after  examining  it,  we  can  decide  whether 
these  gentlemen  ought  to  be  detained  here  to  testify,  or  whether  we 
can  later  take  it  up  with  them,  or  have  them  come  when  we  need 
them;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  this  document  ought  to  be  received  by 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Graham.  Not  as  a  part  of  the  record  as  yet? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Just  as  other  matters  have  been  introduced. 

Senator  Root.  As  a  part  of  the  history  of  the  case  and  not  as  a 
statement  by  them. 

Mr.  James.  You  offer  it  as  a  statement,  do  you  not,  Mr.  Pepper? 

Mr.  Pepper.  My  thought,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  can  answer  in  sequence 
the  suggestions  that  have  been  made,  was  this — addressing  myself  first 
to  what  has  been  said  by  Senator  Root — that  I  am  very  glad  to  com- 
mit both  Mr.  Price  and  Mr.  Shaw  to  the  proposition  that  if  anybody 
wants  to  examine  them  or  cross-examine  them  touching  any  matter 
or  thing  contained  in  this  document,  or  any  other  matter  or  thing, 
they  will  be  ready  at  the  time  indicated  by  the  committee  to  answer 
such  questions  as  may  be  put  to  them;  but  they  are  not  in  a  position 
and  have  no  reason  to  volunteer  any  testimony;  but  that  they  do 
desire  to  place  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  this  document, 
which  exhibits  in  compact  and  candid  form  a  statement  of  just  what 
the  activities  are,  which,  though  not  made  the  subject  of  formal  accu- 
sation, have  been  publicly  alleged  to  have  been  pernicious  activities, 
and  I  think 

Mr.  Olmsted.  If  you  will  allow  me  to  ask  a  question,  Is  it  not  more 
probable  that  the  submission  of  that  letter  will  call  for  their  cross- 
examination? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Well,  they  can  be  sent  back  here  later  when 
wanted. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Permit  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  would  it  not  be  better 
that  it  should  be  put  in  when  we  get  through  with  the  witness  who  is 
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now  on  the  stand,  Mr.  Glavis,  rather  than  injecting  it  into  the  midst 
of  his  testimony? 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Pepper,  allow  me  to  suggest  to  you  as  an 
attorney,  I  think  the  proper  way  would  be  for  you  to  submit  that 
statement  to  counsel  on  tne  other  side,  Mr.  Vertrees,  and  have  him 
state  whether  he  desires  to  cross-examine  Mr.  Price  and  Mr.  Shaw 
upon  those  matters.  I  think  that  would  be  the  logical,  the  proper, 
and  the  judicial  way. 

Mr.  James.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  has  he  not  the  right,  though,  as 
these  parties  are  discharged  employees  of  the  forestry  service,  to 
file  in  the  nature  of  an  answer »their  statements  to  the  committee) 
Is  he  required  now  to  submit  that  to  the  attorney  for  the  other  side 
before  he  files  it?  The  attorney  for  the  other  side  if  he  desires  may 
move  to  strike  it  from  the  files,  but  I  take  it  he  has  the  right  to  file  it. 

Mr.  Pepper.  I  appreciate  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  James,  but  I 
should  not  like  to  acquiesce  in  the  suggestion  that  there  is  any  reason 
in  the  world  why  this  should  not  be  handed  to  Mr.  Vertrees,  and  the 
document  is  at  his  disposal.  I  assume  a  copy  of  it  has  been  acces- 
sible to  him. 

All  that  I  desired  to  do  was  to  place  in  the  possession  of  this  com- 
mittee— and  I  hope  I  am  not  being  misunderstood — for  such  disposi- 
tion as  the  committee  thought  proper  to  make  of  it,  a  copy  or  the 
document  upon  the  basis  of  which  these  gentlemen  were  dismissed 
from  the  government  service,  and  which,  so  far  as  I  know,  is  the  sum 
and  substance  of  their  offending. 

Senator  Sutherland.  To  whom  is  this  letter  addressed? 

Mr.  Pepper.  This,  sir,  is  a  communication  dated  January  7,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Forester,  who  was  then  the  superior  officer  of  these 
gentlemen. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Is  it  to  be  found  in  the  record  that  we  have! 

Mr.  Pepper.  No,  sir.  It  was  in  compliance  with  a  request  from 
the  Forester  to  make  a  report  to  him  of  the  activities  on  the  part  of 
these  gentlemen  alleged  to  have  been  pernicious.  This  document 
was  delivered  to  the  Forester,  was  by  him  transmitted  in  due  course 
to  his  superior,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  was  no  doubt  by 
him  transmitted  to  the  President.     Immediately  thereafter  these 

S gentlemen  were  dismissed  from  the  government  service.  My  refl- 
ection is  that  no  reasons  were  given  for  the  action,  but  presumably 
it  was  on  the  basis  of  the  showing  made  in  the  letter.  Now  they  are 
perfectly  willing  to  be  judged  by  the  thing  which  was  made  the  basis 
of  that  action.  They  think  that  the  records  of  the  committee  will 
not  be  complete  unless  this  document  is  among  them,  and  they  see 
no  reason,  subject  to  the  better  judgment  of  the  committee,  why  the 
document  should  not  be  received  at  this  time,  because  that  will  set 
them  free  to  go  about  their  own  business,  which  is  very  important 
they  should  do,  of  course  holding  themselves  in  readiness  to  respond 
at  any  time  to  the  summons  or  suggestion  of  the  committee  or  any- 
body else  in  respect  to  any  manner  in  which  they  are  to  be  interro- 
gated. 

The  Chairman.  That  document  has  not  been  sworn  to  ? 

Mr.  Pepper.  Not  at  all,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  move  we  receive  it,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  matter 
for  our  own  information.     It  is  not  a  question  whether  it  justifies 
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anybody  or  does  not  justify  anybody.  The  only  thing  is  that  it  con- 
tains information  that  is  important  to  this  committee. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  second  the  motion. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  sav  a  word  with  refer- 
ence to  that.^  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood,  of  course,  as  inter- 
{ losing  objection  to  any  desire  that  the  committee  may  have  to  call 
or  any  paper  or  document.  It  is  the  committee  which  is  making 
this  investigation.  But  I  do  wish  to  object  to  the  notion  that  there 
can  be  presented  to  this  committee  any  sworn  or  unsworn  statements. 
If  there  be  any  documents  of  any  character,  any  official  documents, 
that  the  committee  wants,  it  is  eminently  proper,  as  it  seems  to  us, 
that  the  committee  should  send  for  them.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  there  be  any  person  who  .wishes  to  inject  here  mere  statements 
of  his  own,  it  should  not  be  some  sort  of  an  ex  parte  communication, 
but  he  should  present  himself  as  a  witness  to  be  examined  and  cross- 
examined  here.  It  strikes  me  that  is  the  proper  course.  The  sub- 
stance of  this  paper,  as  I  gathered  from  the  statement,  is  not  to 
give  to  light  tne  wrongdoing  of  some  particular  official,  and  the 
object  of  this  investigation  is  to  see  wnether  there  has  been  any 
wrongdoing;  whether  or  not  these  men  who  were  discharged  were 
wrongfully  discharged;  whether  injustice  was  done  to  them.  We 
are  not  caring  so  much  now,  it  seems  to  me,  for  statements  from 
them,  as  we  are  for  a  statement  with  reference  to  somebody  who 
has  done  them  wrong — not  their  justification,  but  the  other  man's 
wrongdoing,  and  I  do  not  think  tnat  it  should  be  presented  just  in 
the  form  in  Which  it  comes.  However,  I  am  not  going  to  interpose 
any  objection  to  the  action  of  the  committee  in  calling  for  anytning 
that  the  committee  wishes  to  consider. 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  suggestion  which  went  unheeded 
was  that  Mr.  Pepper  would  submit  to  each  member  of  the  committee 
informally  a  copy  of  this  document.  It  seems  to  me  this  should  not 
go  into  the  record  at  this  time,  because  it  is  not  evidence,  it  is  not 
sworn  to,  and  it  should  not  find  a  place  in  the  record,  but  it  is  of  con- 
siderable importance  that  the  members  of  the  committee  should  have 
opportunity  to  go  over  it  between  now  and  Monday,  and  it  might 
help  to  accommodate  Mr.  Shaw  and  help  the  committee  in  the  work 
they  are  doing,  and  if  he  could  furnish  to  each  one  of  us  informally  a 
copy  of  it,  it  would  be  a  desirable  thing;  but  I  object  to  its  going  into 
the  record  now  as  evidence  when  it  is  not  yet  evidence. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  It  may  be  evidence  when  either  of  these  gentlemen 
are  on  the  stand. 

Mr.  Graham.  In  the  meantime  it  can  do  us  only  good  to  be  in  a 
position  to  discover  what  it  discloses,  what  its  purpose  is,  and  my  pur- 
pose was  to  see  if  Mr.  Pepper  could  give  to  each  one  of  us  a  copy  of 
this  paper. 

Mr.  rEPPER.  I  can  not  at  this  moment,  but  later  in  the  day  I  will 
duplicate  it  and  furnish  copies  as  desired. 

Mr.  James.  As  I  understand  you,  it  is  merely  a  copy  of  the  records 
in  the  Forestry  Service? 

Mr.  Pepper.  This  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  is  presumably  in  the 
possession  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  or  the  President,  and  I 
think  there  is  some  misapprehension  in  raising  a  question  respecting 
its  admissibility  as  evidence.  If  the  document  itself  were  here,  I  pre- 
sume it  would  be  admitted  just  as  any  other  letter  has  been  admitted, 
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without  requiring  the  writer  of  the  letter  to  swear  to  the  fact  that  he 
wrote  it. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  The  only  objection  at  this  time,  Mr.  Pepper,  is 
that  the  record  has  not  been  called  for.  There  are  no  charges  against 
either  of  these  gentlemen.  Neither  has  been  upon  the  witness  stand, 
and  it  is  a  question  whether  persons  who  have  not  been  called  and  are 
not  charged  with  anything  should  be  permitted  at  pleasure  to  inter- 
ject communications  of  their  own  into  our  records,  if  they  are  essen- 
tial they  will  be  called,  and  then  they  may  testify  regarding  that,  and 
doubtless  put  it  in  in  regular  order.  #  But  I  do  not  like  to  have  state- 
ments from  parties  not  charged  with  anything,  and  not  witnesses, 
interjected  into  the  middle  of  this  testimony  of  Mr.  Glavis,  who  is  now, 
theoretically  at  least,  still  on  the  stand. 

Mr.  Pepper.  Mr.  Chairman,  what  I  am  trying  to  deal  with  is  a 
practical  situation  in  aid  of  the  difficulty  in  which  my  clients  are 
placed. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Then,  does  not  Mr.  Graham's  suggestion  meet  your 
approval? 

Mr.  Pepper.  Mr.  Graham's  suggestion  meets  exactly  the  point  I 
have  endeavored  to  present,  but  l  do  not  understand  that  Mr.  Gra- 
ham's suggestion  diners  in  substance  from  the  suggestion  of  Senator 
Root,  made  a  few  moments  ago,  that  the  matter  should  be  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  committee  for  such  consideration  as  they  choose 
to  give  it,  without  being  offered  as  evidence,  but  merely  that  I  may 
be  in  a  position  to  know  whether  at  the  present  time,  or  in  the  near 
future,  either  or  both  of  these  gentlemen  should  be  wanted  so  far  as 
the  committee  are  advised. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  think  that  is  satisfactory  to  everybody. 

Senator  Root.  Have  we  not  come  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Pep- 
per can  hand  you  a  copy  of  this  letter,  and  the  committee  will  take 
steps  to  call  for  the  original  ? 

Mr.  Pepper.  May  I  go  so  far  as  to  make  this  assumption,  subject 
to  what  Mr.  Vertrees  may  have  to  say  in  the  matter — that  if  the  com- 
mittee, having  examined  the  document,  make  no  present  order  re- 
specting the  necessity  for  the  attendance  of  Messrs.  Price  and  Shaw, 
tnat  they  may  act  upon  the  assumption  that  their  departure  from 
Washington  in  the  near  future  will  not  be  misconstrued,  and  that 
they  will  receive  sufficient  notice  to  enable  them  to  return  in  case  it 
is  tne  desire  of  anybody  that  they  should  be  examined?  I  simply 
want  to  know  whether  I  may  be  assured  that  if  these  gentlemen  do 
leave  Washington  at  the  present  time  they  will  receive  sufficient 
notice  to  enable  them  to  return  before  a  time  is  fixed  for  their  testi- 
mony. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Will  any  hardship  result  to  your  clients  by 
remaining  here  until  Monday  ? 

Mr.  Pepper.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Then  I  suggest  that  the  paper  be  filed  with 
the  chairman  and  let  us  dispose  of  the  matter  if  anything  is  to  be 
done  with  it  on  Monday. 

Mr.  Pepper.  Thank  you;  that  is  satisfactory. 

The  Chairman.  And  I  would  supplement  that  with  a  suggestion 
that  you  give  a  copy  of  it  to  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Pepper.  Or  course,  sir,  I  shall  do  that  if  he  has  not  already  a 
copy. 
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The  Chairman.  File  a  copy  with  the  committee  and  give  a  copy 
to  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Peppeb.  Shall  I  have  it  manifolded,  as  suggested  by  Mr. 
Graham? 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  you  do  not  insist  on  that,  Mr.  Graham? 

Mr.  Graham.  No;  I  do  not  insist  on  it. 

Mr.  Pepper.  May  I  take  the  opportunity  to  present  to  you  before 
adjournment  a  request  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Pinchot  for  the  production 
of  certain  documents,  which  will  take  the  ordinary  course? 

The  Chaibman.  Yes;  please  pass  it  up  to  the  clerk  and  we  will 
have  the  documents  sent  for. 

(The  request  is  as  follows:) 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  February  11, 1910. 
Hon.  Knutb  Nelson, 

Chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  of  Senate  and  Hou*e. 

Sir:  On  behalf  of  Mr.  Gifford  Pinchot,  we  beg  that  an  order  be  made  for  the  pro- 
duction of  the  following  documents  and  for  the  attendance  of  the  following  witnesses: 

DOCUMENTS. 

(1)  Office  copy  of  letter  of  March  2, 1909,  from  Secretary  Garfield  to  Representative 
Mondell  in  relation  to  withdrawals  under  the  reclamation  act,  together  with  corre- 
spondence leading  up  to  the  said  letter. 

(2)  All  recommendations  by  the  Reclamation  Service  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
on  and  after  December  4,  1908,  to  date,  looking  to  the  restoration  of  lands  withdrawn 
for  reclamation  and  power-site  purposes. 

(3)  Draft  of  a  letter  submitted  in  March,  1909,  by  Director  F.  H.  Newell  to  Secretary 
Ballinger  embodying  an  order  upon  the  Reclamation  Service  to  recommend  the 
restoration  of  power  sites. 

(A)  Letter  of  March  19,  1909,  from  Senator  Heyburn  to  Secretary  Ballinger. 

(5)  Secretary  Bellinger's  reply  to  Senator  Heyburn,  dated  March  20,  1909. 

(6)  Any  letter  or  other  document  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  submitting  to 
the  Attorney-General  the  question  raised  in  the  above-specified  letter  from  Senator 
Heyburn. 

(7)  Brief  in  favor  of  executive  withdrawals  submitted  March  29,  1909,  by  the 
Reclamation  Service  to  Secretary  Ballinger. 

(8)  Four  letters  dated  on  about  April  13,  1909,  from  Secretary  Ballinger  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  relation  to  requests  for  withdrawal  of  ranger  stations. 

(9)  Letter  of  April  20,  1909,  directing  recommendation  of  rewithdrawals  of  power 
sites  addressed  by  Secretary  Ballinger  to  the  Reclamation  Service  and  then  redirected 
by  him  to  the  Geological  Survey. 

{10}  Letter  of  May  8,  1909,  from  James  R.  Garfield  to  the  Forester. 

(11)  Letter  of  Secretary  Ballinger  to  the  Attorney-General  submitting  the  question 
of  the  legality  of  ranger  station  or  administrative  site  withdrawals  and  any  opinion  of 
the  Attorney-General  rendered  thereupon. 

(12)  Letter  dated  on  or  about  May  21,  1909,  from  Chief  Engineer  A.  P.  Davis  to 
Supervising  Engineer  F.  E.  Wevmouth. 

(13)  Office  copy  of  letter  of  July  8,  1909,  from  Director  F.  H.  Newell  to  Senator 
La  Follette  and  the  letter  of  Senator  La  Follctte  to  which  the  Newell  letter  was  reply. 

(14)  Volume  161,  containing  statistics  of  power  sites,  1909,  of  the  National  Atlas  on 
file  in  the  Forest  Service. 

(15)  All  letters,  telegrams,  memoranda,  and  other  documents  relating  to  the  Cun- 
ningham coal  cases  on  file  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  including  Forest  Service. 

(16)  Report  of  the  Forester  of  July  23,  1909,  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  on 
forest  work  in  Indian  reservations. 

(17)  Letter  of  October  7,  1909,  from  the  Forester  to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs  and  the  commissioner's  reply  thereto  dated  October  8,  1909. 

(18)  All  letters  between  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
dealing  with  the  termination  of  the  Indian  cooperative  agreement. 

(19)  Copies  of  all  letters  written  by  Secretary  Ballinger  or  by  Private  Secretary  Carr 
(or  by  any  one  else  on  Secretary  BaUinger's  behalf)  in  December,  1909,  and  January, 
1910,  to  publishers,  editors,  or  reporters  of  newspapers  asking  or  suggesting  the  com- 
munication to  this  committee  of  complaints  against  the  Forest  Service. 
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WITNESSES. 

CI)  Chief  Engineer  A.  P.  Davis. 

(2)  Director  F.  H.  Newell. 

(3)  Hun.  James  R.  Garfield. 

We  beg  to  reserve  the  right  to  call  hereafter  for  other  documents  and  for  additional 
witnesses. 

Very  respectfully, 

O.  W.  Pepper, 
Nathan  A.  Smyth, 
Countelfor  Mr.  Pinchot. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  anything  further  to  say,  Mr.  Vertreesf 

Mr.  Vertree8.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  committee  was  notified  hereto- 
fore that  Mr.  Rasch  would  appear  as  one  of  the  counsel  for  Mr.  Bal- 
linger.  Mr.  Rasch  is  present,  and  I  desire  to  present  him  to  the 
committee,  that  the  committee  may  know  that  he  does  appear. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Rasch's  appearance  will  be  entered  as  one  of 
the  counsel  in  the  case. 

In  view  of  the  resolution  of  the  committee  to  grant  the  request  of 
Mr.  Brandeis  for  a  continuance  until  Monday,  the  committee  stands 
adjourned  till  Monday  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

(Accordingly,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  until 
Monday,  February  14, 1910,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 


MONDAY,  FBBRTJABY  14,  1010. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the 
Interior  Department  and  Forestry  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  14,  1910. 

The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department  met 
pursuant  to  adjournment  at  10  a.  m. 

Present,  Senators  Nelson  (chairman),  Flint,  Sutherland,  Root, 
Fletcher,  and  Purcell;  Representatives  McCall,  Olmsted,  Denby, 
Madison,  James,  and  Graham;  Mr.  Paul  Sleman,  secretary;  also  Mr. 
Louis  D.  Brandeis  and  Mr.  Joseph  P.  Cotton,  jr.,  representing  Mr. 
Louis  R.  Glavis;  also  Mr.  George  Wharton  Pepper,  representing  Mr. 
Gifford  Pinchot;  also  Messrs.  John  J.  Vertrees  and  Carl  Rasch,  rep- 
resenting Secretary  Ballinger;  also  Mr.  E.  C.  Finney  and  Assistant 
Secretary  Pierce. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  please  come  to  order.  Mr. 
Glavis  will  please  take  the  stand.  Does  the  counsel  desire  to  examine 
him  further  in  chief. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  further  examination  which  I  may  have  to 
make,  which  will  be  quite  brief,  I  think,  is  in  connection  with  docu- 
ments some  of  which  have  not  vet  been  produced.  There  are  quite 
a  large  number  of  documents  called  for  from  the  Secretary  in  our  call 
of  January  27,  and  in  later  calls,  which  have  not  been  furnished,  and 
I  think  it  better  to  defer  anything  further  I  have  to  say  until  we  get 
those  documents.  I  should  also  like  to  have  appear  in  the  record 
the  list  of  the  papers  which  have  already  been  produced,  in  order  that 
we  may  properly  take  that  up,  and  also  have  a'reference  to  the  time 
when  these  papers  are  produced. 

The  Cuairman.  That  action  will  be  taken.  The  clerk  informs  me 
he  has  furnished  you  with  a  list  of  the  documents. 

*  Digitized  by  VjUVJ^  LC 


INVESTIGATION  INTEBIOB  DEPT.  AND  BUBEAU  OF  FOBESTBY.      421 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  I  have  a  list  of  some  of  the  documents.  I  think 
some  have  been  received  since  that  time,  but  it  seems  to  me  in  any 
event  it  should  appear  in  the  record. 

The  Chaibman.  We  will  have  them  put  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  I  omitted  at  the  opening,  which  I  should  have  done, 
to  thank  the  committee  for  its  courtesy  in  postponing  the  hearing  so 
I  might  keep  my  engagement  in  Illinois. 

One  other  matter,  Mr.  Chairman.  There  are  quite  a  number  of 
corrections  that  appear  on  reading  over  the  printed  record  that  should 
be  made.  They  are  mostly  typographical,  Dut  I  think  they  ought  to 
be  made,  so  that  the  counsel  wno have  not  been  present,  Mr.  Vertrees 
and  Mr.  Rasch,  can  not  be  misled  by  some  errors,  and  they  can  either 
be  made  by  Mr.  Glavis  now  orally  or  he  can  submit  a  list  of  the 
corrections,  which  he  would  have  to  prepare. 

The  Chaibman.  I  would  suggest  that  he  prepare  a  list  and  we  would 
have  the  corrections  made.  I  want  to  say  further  to  counsel  on  both 
sides  that  I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Pepper,  counsel  for  Mr.  Shaw 
and  Mr.  Price,  with  reference  to  the  request  that  was  proffered  to  the 
committee  at  the  last  meeting,  and  that  he  has  written  me  that  Mr. 
Brandeis  will  appear  for  him  in  that  matter,  and  that  I  have  con- 
ferred with  Mr.  Brandeis  this  morning,  who  has  indicated  to  me  that 
the  further  consideration  of  that  request  will  be  postponed  for  the 
present.     That  is  correct,  is  it  not,  Mr.  Brandeis? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Yes,  sir;  for  we  believe  that  we  can  arrange  for 
both  Mr.  Price  and  Mr.  Shaw  to  be  here  whenever  the  committee 
desires  to  hear  them. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  As  to  the  suggestion  that  corrections  be  made  later, 
I  wish  to  say  that  we  object  to  that.  If  we  are  to  proceed  with  the 
cross-examination,  we  do  not  want  to  be  put  in  a  situation  where 
when  questions  are  asked  we  will  be  met  with  the  answer  that  it  is 
an  inaccuracy  or  typographical  error  in  the  statement. 

The  Chaibman.  I  suppose  he  simply  referred  to  typographical 
error  or  misstatement. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  More  than  that.  Of  course,  typographical  errors 
would  appear  for  themselves,  but  we  have  examined  the  record  in  the 
light  of  statements  in  it  as  they  are  printed,  and  if  there  are  to  be  any 
material  statements  in  anything  beyond  typographical  errors,  we 
wish  to  have  them  made  before  we  proceed  with  the  cross-exami- 
nation. 

The  Chaibman.  I  think  that  is  the  proper  course,  to  have  Mr. 
Brandeis  present  the  corrections  he  desires  to  Mr.  Vertrees,  and  if 
there  is  no  disagreement,  the  corrections  will  be  made. 

Senator  Root.  Why  should  he  not  do  it  now? 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Mr.  Glavis  can  go  right  forward  and  do  it.  He 
has  the  record  before  him,  and  he  has  read  all  through  the  report  of 
the  testimony. 

The  Chaibman.  Let  Mr.  Glavis  go  ahead. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Shall  I  call  attention,  also,  to  some  of  the  questions 
that  appear  to  be  errors,  as  well  as  my  answers? 

The  Chaibman.  Suppose  you  refer  to  the  page. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Give  the  page  first  and  then  go  right  along. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  answer  on  page  4,  the  last  word  on  the  sec- 
ond line,  and  the  first  four  words  on  the  third  line. 

The  Chaibman.  Will  you  read  the  words? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  "As  we  were  out  of  his  confidence."  It  should  be 
"as  the  result  of  this  conference." 

Mr.  Olmsted.  1  distinctly  understood  the  witness  to  say  just 
what  is  said  here — that  is,  because  he  and  somebody  else  were  out 
of  his  confidence.     I  may  have  misunderstood  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  person  who  went  to  Mr.  Ballinger  was  Mr.  Bel- 
linger's client,  and  he  went  to  him  to  confer  with  him  in  regard  to 
making  this  escrow  agreement. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  want  to  say  "asa  result  of  this  conference." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed,  Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Glavis.  At  the  bottom  of  page  6,  the  next  to  the  last  line, 
instead  of  "who  had  not  yet  proviaed  to  make  such  agreements, 
it  should  read  "who  had  not  yet  proved  up  so  as  to  make  such  agree- 
ments;" and  the  word  "they,"  in  the  third  line  from  the  bottom, 
should  be  "there;"  it  should  read  "that  there  were  agreements, 
etc;  and  the  words  "those  claims,"  in  the  fourth  line  from  the  bot- 
tom, should  be  "The  agreements  were  unlawful  at  the  time  they 
were  prepared,"  etc.     You  could  not  prepare  the  claim. 

Senator  Sutherland.  It  should  oe  "agreement"  instead  of 
"claim?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

On  page  8,  about  the  center  of  the  page,  there  is  a  question  by 
Senator  Sutherland:  "Before  you  pass  from  that,  let  we  ask  you  why 
was  Mr.  Ballinger's  name  omitted?"     It  should  be  "let  me  ask  you. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  correction  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  presume  it  ought  to  be  "me." 

Mr.  Gr  aham.  The  correction  is  unimportant. 

Mr,  Glavis.  On  page  10,  my  answer  "  approximately  a  quarter 
section,"  about  two-thirds  of  the  way  down:  "Perhaps  all  of  those 
are  160-acre  claims.  There  is  a  'parchment  reef,'  I  will  call  it,  of 
5,200  acres,"  etc.     "Parchment  reef"  should  be  "approximately." 

On  page  13,  about  two-thirds  of  the  way  down,  my  answer,  "He  is  a 
newspaper  reporter  on  the  Seattle  Star,"  should  be  "He  was  a  news- 
paper reporter  on  the  Seattle  Star." 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  were  asked  by  the  chairman  if  you  could  give 
that  name.     Perhaps  you  can  give  it  now. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  reporter's  name  is  J.  K.  Singleton.  His  address 
is,  I  think,  Oriental  Building.  Seattle,  Wash. 

On  page  26,  the  next  to  the  last  question,  Mr.  Brandeis  says,  "a 
matter  of  confidence  in  connection  with  those  denials."  I  think  he 
intended  to  say  "a  matter  of  comparison." 

Mr.  Olmsted.  A  ouestion  of  Mr.  Brandeis? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  While  he  is  looking  I  would  like  to  correct,  on  page 
16,  a  statement  of  my  own  in  the  second  line  from  the  bottom.  It 
reads  here  "as  a  partial  fact,  those  affidavits."  I  think  it  was  "to 
get  those  ex  parte,  those  affidavits." 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  page  31,  about  the  center  of  the  page:  "Yes,  sir; 
I  made  it  on  an  envelope  that  I  had  in  my  pocket  at  the  time  as  soon 
as  he  went  out  of  the  room."  That  should  be  "  as  soon  as  I  went  out 
of  the  room." 

The  second  line  on  page  34,  quoting  the  report  which  I  made,  I 
think  the  words  "in  order  that  you  would  know  what  they  had  to 
meet"  were  intended  to  be  "in  order  that  they  would  know  what  they 
had  to  meet. 
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The  Chairman.  How  do  you  know  that  this  is  incorrect  here  as  it 
is  in  the  record? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  usually  tried  to  be  very  accurate  in  writing  the 
letters,  and  I  presume  that  is  a  mistake,  as  it  doesn't  make  sense,  but 
the  record  ought  to  be  compared  with  tnem. 

On  page  42,  mv  answer  near  the  bottom  of  the  page,  about  Novem- 
ber 7  or  8,  should  be  December  7  or  8.  That  was  corrected  a  little 
later  on,  but  I  thought  it  might  as  well  be  corrected  here. 

On  page  58  about  the  center  of  the  page  Mr.  Brandeis  asked  me 
this  question:  " After  receiving  the  letter  from  Mr.  Dennett,  about 
how  soon  after  that  did  you  proceed  to  Washington ?"  That  was 
not  a  letter;  it  was  a  telegram.    It  shows  that  a  little  further  down. 

Senator  Root.  That  is  corrected  immediately  in  the  record.  It 
is  manifest  the  record  is  correct  as  to  the  question  that  was  put  and 
answered. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Page  62,  in  my  second  answer,  the  name  H.  C.  Henley 
should  be  H.  C.  Henry. 

On  page  71  my  third  answer  should  be  "  approved "  instead  of 
''proved  for  patent;11  and  also  on  the  same  page  the  answer  "Yes, 
sir;  January  23,  1907,"  should  be  "  1908." 

On  page  80  about  two-thirds  of  the  way  down  Mr.  Brandeis's 
statement  "that  telegram  of  July  4th"  should  be  "that  telegram  of 
January  4." 

On  pace  82,  about  two-thirds  of  the  way  down  the  chairman  asks 
me,  speaking  of  Mr.  Carr:  "Is  he  the  private  secretary  to  Commis- 
sioner Ballanger,  also?"  I  replied,  "Yes,  sir."  The  question  ought 
to  be  "Was  he,  etc." 

On  page  83  mv  second  answer  ought  to  read — I  will  read  that 
answer  the  way  I  would  like  it  to  read.  It  has  periods  where  they 
should  not  be.  About  in  the  center  of  it  it  begins — "Ihey  had  not 
considered  it,  although  it  had  been  about  five  months,  and  by  that 
time  they  (instead  of  'we1)  had  not  taken  any  action  with  a  view  to 
patenting  the  claims" — and  the  period  ought  to  be  left  out  after 
" claims" — "when  I  was  in  Washington."  "I  saw  that  report,  so  I 
thought  maybe  it  was  some  other  report  I  had  not  seen  when  I  was 
there."    That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  The  word  "on"  should  be  "I  saw;"  is  that  the  ideal 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Do  I  understand  that  all  those  periods  in  the  matter 
you  have  read  should  be  commas? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrbbs.  Read  that  answer  as  it  should  be. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  would  not  read  that  whole  answer  again. 

Senator  Root.  The  better  way  is  to  have  him  make  it  as  he  thinks 
it  should  be,  and  let  it  go  into  his  testimony  as  a  substitution. 

Mr.  Glavis.  "No,  sir;  there  was  not  any  other  paper.  When  I 
wrote  my  letter  of  January  22  for  the  report  referred  to  by  the 
Assistant  Commissioner  in  his  letter  of  January  7,  the  report  of 
August  2, 1907,  by  Special  Agent  Love,  I  had.'  I  imagined  Love  had 
made  another  report  on  that  date  which  I  did  not  have,  because  I 
could  not  understand  how  they  could  consider  that  August  2,  1907, 
report  as  the  basis  of  patenting  these  coal  claims.  Ihey  had  not 
considered  it,  although  it  had  been  in  the  General  Land  Office  about 
five  months,  and  by  that  time  they  had  not  taken  any  action  with  a 
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view  to  patenting  the  claims.  When  I  was  in  Washington  I  saw  that 
report,  so  I  thought  maybe  it  was  some  other  report  that  I  had  not 
seen  when  I  was  there." 

On  page  91  Mr.  Brandeis  near  the  top  of  the  page  introduces  an 
affidavit  of  Cunningham  of  March  6  and  also  the  journal — the 
Cunningham  journal.  The  journal  is  given,  and  then  following  the 
copy  of  the  journal  on  page  110  an  affidavit  of  Cunningham  appears, 
dated  April  28,  1908.  The  affidavit  of  March  6  should  have  been 
placed  there  instead  of  this  affidavit. 

Mr.  Graham.  Where  is  that  affidavit,  if  it  is  in  the  record? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Brandeis  refers  to  it,  I  think.  He  says  it  runs 
from  474  to  491 ;  I  think  it  will  be  found  there.     I  don't  know. 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  should  be  the  affidavit  of  March  6? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Of  what  year? 

Mr.  Glavis.  1908. 

Senator  Fletcher.  This  affidavit  that  is  set  out  there  should  be 
stricken  out? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  might  as  well  stay  there;  it  would  not  do  any 
harm. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  just  want  to  insert  the  other  affidavit? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  page  469  is  the  other  report. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Ot  the  Senate  document? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  111,  near  the  bottom  of  the  page, 
Mr.  Brandeis  reads  a  telegram,  but  I  think  the  record  will  show 
that  that  is  not  fuller  stated;  that  is:  "Wire  date  this  office  will 
receive  report  in  Cunningham  group  Alaska  coal  entries.  Answer  by 
wire  quick."  "What  is  nature  or  report"  is  omitted.  I  think  it 
is  in  tne  record. 

Mr.  Graham.  You  say  "what  is  nature  of  report"  should  be 
added  to  what  is  here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  that  telegram;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  After  the  word  "quick?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  That  statement  of  Mr.  Glavis  is  entirely  correct. 
Nevertheless  this  record  is  correct,  as  I  distinctly  remember  that  is 
all  Mr.  Brandeis  read. 

Mr.  Glavis.  So  do  I;  I  forgot  to  call  his  attention  to  it.  Then 
on  page  112,  in  my  second  answer,  that  should  he  Clarence  Cunning- 
ham instead  of  Frank  Cunningham.  Then  on  the  same  page,  in  the 
middle  of  the  page,  my  answer  should  be  "but  he  did  not."  That 
is  speaking  of  Mr.  Cunningham.  My  fear  was  that  Mr.  Cunningham 
might  object  to  making  an  affidavit  after  what  Governor  Moore  had 
said. 

Mr.  Graham.  At  the  end  of  the  answer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  should  be  "but  he  did  not,"  instead  of 
"but  he  did,"  at  the  end  of  the  answer. 

Mr.  James.  The  word  "not"  should  be  inserted. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

On  page  121,  near  the  bottom  of  the  page,  Mr.  Brandeis  asked  me 
whether  I  was  investigating  the  Green  group  with  a  view  to  setting 
aside  their  patents.  The  patents  had  not  issued  in  the  Green  group. 
They  were  never  issued. 

Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.      425 

Mr.  Graham.  What  is  the  correction? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  should  be  filings  or  entries.  The  filing  of  the  claims 
and  not  the  patents. 

Senator  Root.  That  is  not  a  correction;  that  is  an  explanation. 

Senator  Purcell.  Instead  of  "Yes,  sir,"  what  do  you  want  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  should  be  " claims "  instead  of  "patents." 

Senator  Purcell.  Setting  aside  their  claims — with  a  view  to  set- 
ting aside  their  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  127,  after  quoting  the  letter  from 
Mr.  Cunningham,  Mr.  U.  A.  Brown  should  be  Mr.  Hugh  A.  Brown. 

On  page  130,  at  the  bottom  of  the  pxge,  the  letter  received  from 
Mr.  Ballinger.  I  have  not  since  seen  the  letter,  but,  as  I  recall  it, 
there  are  a  couple  of  words  left  out  of  the  letter  which  I  think  ought 
to  be  inserted.  In  the  last  line  of  the  letter  "and  will  see  you,"  I 
think,  should  read  "and  will  hope  to  see  you." 

Senator  Flint.  I  certainly  would  suggest  that  Mr.  Glavis  will  not 
correct  this  record,  as  far  as  letters  are  concerned,  from  memory. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  merely  call  attention  to  it  so  that  it  might  be  com- 
pared, because  I  think  that  was  omitted,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

On  page  136  my  first  answer,  "Relative  to  the  Alaska  Coal  Com- 
pany, should  be  "  Relative  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases."  On  the  same 
page,  the  second  answer  from  the  bottom  of  the  page,  the  record  reads: 
"He  said:  'There  has  only  been  a  technical  violation  of  the  statute.'" 
I  intended  to  say,  "  Where  there  has  only  been  a  technical  violation  of 
the  statute." 

On  page  137,  in  the  second  answer  the  second  line  reads,  "received 
his  commission."     This  should  be  "resigned  as  commissioner." 

On  page  142.  in  the  fourth  line  of  the  second  answer  the  first  word 
"  and  "  should  oe  "  as ' ' — "  as  we  sold  all  the  timber,"  instead  of  "  and 
we  sold  all  the  timber." 

Chi  page  146;  in  the  second  answer  and  fifth  line  the  word  "would" 
should  be  omitted — "  the  Department  of  Justice  to  direct  that  he 
present  this  matter  to  the  grand  jury." 

The  Chairman.  The  word  "would."  should  be  stricken  out? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  It  means  just  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  then,  I  don't  care  whether  it  remains  or  not? 

Mr.  Pukcell.  How  is  that,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  "That  he  present  this  matter."  The  word  "would" 
should  be  stricken  out. 

On  page  148,  in  the  last  answer,  the  second  line,  the  word  "were" 
should  be  "went"  and  "to  go"  should  be  stricken  out.  It  should 
read,  "and  they  went  to  a  clerk  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  office." 

Mr.  James.  They  were  to  go  to  a  clerk"  ought  to  be  "they  went 
to  a  clerk?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  149,  in  the  third  question  by  Mr* 
Brandeis,  he  read  a  telegram  or  April  29.  That  should  be  "  September 
29."  On  the  fifth  line  of  the  same  page  "Davis  to  Schwartz  should 
be  "Glavis  to  Schwartz." 

On  page  150,  at  the  center  of  the  page,  the  date  1909  should  be  1908* 
"The  first  time  we  discussed  it  personally  was  along  in  1908"  in- 
stead of  "1909."  In  the  third  answer  from  the  bottom  of  the  same 
page  the  words  "full  examination"  should  be  "field  examination." 
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On  page  153,  in  the  fourth  answer,  the  word  "application"  should 
be  "affidavits."  In  the  center  of  the  same  page  the  answer  should 
read ,  the  fifth  line  of  that  answer,  ' l  Well,  all  the  books  showed . ' '  The 
word  "machinery"  should  be  stricken  out.  In  the  sixth  line  the 
word  "we,"  between  dashes,  should  be  stricken  out. 

The  Chaibman.  What  would  be  put  in  place  of  the  word  "we?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Nothing.  "That  they  were  paying  the  same"  it 
should  be.  The  word  "men"  in  the  same  line  should  be  "money." 
In  the  following  line,  "and  he  thought  that  when  we  made  a  field 
examination,"  the  word  "I"  should  be  substituted  for  "he;"  "and 
I  thought,"  etc. 

On  page  155,  in  the  eighth  line  from  the  top  of  the  page,  "June" 
should  be  "January."  In  the  tenth  line  "then"  should  be  "when," 
and  it  should  read,  "when  I  had  the  time."  In  the  second  answer 
from  the  bottom  of  the  same  page  the  word  "on"  should  be  " and" — 
should  be  "hearings  and  reports;"  and  in  the  same  line  "where" 
should  be  "in  which."     Then  the  rest  of  it  is  all  right. 

On  page  156,  in  the  third  line  from  the  bottom,  "been"  should 
be  inserted  between  the  words  "had"  and  "given" — "I  had  been 
given  special  instructions." 

On  page  158,  the  third  line  from  the  bottom  of  the  page,  the  words 
"one  of"  should  be  stricken  and  the  word  "when"  inserted,  so  that 
it  should  read  "but  when  those  were  sent  out."  On  page  165,  about 
two-thirds  of  the  way  from  the  bottom  of  the  page,  in  my  answer, 
4i  in  the  winter  when  we  say  we  did  not  discuss  the  Alaska  coal  cases," 
it  should  read,  "in  the  winter  when  I  saw  them,"  substituting  "I" 
for  "we."  On  page  169  my  affidavit — and  I  would  like  to  have  a 
•comparison  made  with  the  original,  because  I  believe  that  Special 
Agent  H.  T.  Jones  corroborated  that  affidavit  and  it  does  not  appear 
here — I  would  like  the  original  to  be  examined  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  Graham.  That  is  the  short  affidavit,  the  first  one  on  the  page? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  the  last  one  on  the  page. 

Senator  Pubcell.  It  is  partly  on  page  169  and  partly  on  page  170. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Do  you  mean  they  just  left  out  this  latter  part,  "State 
•of  Oregon,"  etc.  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  there  was  a  short  affidavit  corroborating  my 
affidavit  by  Mr.  Jones. 

Mr.  James.  Do  you  mean  the  affidavit  that  appears  on  page  121  of 
this  document  that  has  been  furnished  this  morning? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Mr.  Jones  verifies  under  oath  the  affidavit  given  by  Mr. 
Glavis,  and  I  think  it  might  go  into  the  record,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  that 
is  what  he  wants. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  do  you  want  that  to  go  into  the 
record  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  it  should  be  inserted.  I  may  say  at  this 
point  that  there  are  certain  other  corrections  in  my  own  statement 
that  are  verbal  that  I  have  thought  it  unnecessary  to  call  attention 
to  at  this  time.  I  will  submit  the  corrections  to  counsel,  so  that  we 
will  not  consume  the  time  of  the  committee  now.  There  were  several 
•documents  which  were  introduced,  but  which  were  not  printed 
through  inadvertence. 

Mr.  James.  I  suggest  that  the  witness  read  this  affidavit  to  the 
stenographer  and  let  it  go  into  the  record  at  this  pointy  r\mci\(> 
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Senator  Sutherland.  Is  there  only  one  sentence  that  should  be 
added? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  it  is  that  short  affidavit  corroborating  my  own. 

The  Chairman.  The  stenographer  may  take  it  from  this  record 
here. 

Mr.  James.  I  am  perfectly  willing,  so  that  it  goes  into  the  record. 

The  affidavit  is  as  follows: 
State  of  Oregon,  County  of  Multnomah,  ss: 

Horace  Tillard  Jones,  after  being  duly  sworn  on  oath,  deposes  and  sayB: 

I  am  special  agent  of  the  General  Land  Office;  that  I  have  read  the  foregoing  affida- 
vit made  by  L.  R.  Glavis,  and  I  know  of  my  own  personal  knowledge  that  all  the  state- 
ments made  therein  are  true.  \ 

(Signed)  Horace  Tillard  Jones. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  11th  day  of  June,  1908. 

(Signed)  Josephine  A.  Patten, 

Notary  Public  for  Oregon. 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  page  199,  the  third  answer,  fifth  line,  the  word 
"we"  should  be  "he." 

Senator  Purcell.  So  it  would  read  "he  started  in  at  Portland, 
Oreg.,"  etc. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  200,  the  third  line  from  the  top 
of  the  page,  the  word  "change"  should  be  "chain."  On  page  201, 
in  my  sixth  answer,  first  line,  the  word  "I"  should  be  "he,"  so  as 
to  read  "he  remained,"  etc. 

Mr.  Graham.  So  that  it  will  read  "Mr.  Sheridan  arrived  about 
July  21st  and  he  remained,"  etc. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  want  the  word  "I"  changed  to  "he?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  One  page  202,  the  third  answer  on  that 
page,  in  the  first  line,  the  word  "would"  should  be  omitted,  and  in 
the  second  line  of  that  answer  the  word  "would"  should  be  "did." 

Mr.  Graham.  Just  read  it  as  it  should  be. 

Mr.  Glavis.  "Why,  at  the  hearing  which  they  have  had  the  Gov- 
ernment did  introduce  these  affidavits  as  their  own  testimony  in 
order  to  make  out  a  prima  facie  case."  On  page  206,  in  the  last 
answer,  second  line,  the  word  "claimants"  should  be  "claims."     On 

Eage  210,  about  two-thirds  from  the  top  of  the  page,  where  I  say  "I 
elieved  that  all  these  coal  entrants,"  the  word  "entrants"  should 
bd  "entries,"  and  the  same  with  respect  to  the  second  line  of  that 
answer,  the  word  should  be  "entries"  instead  of  "entrants." 

The  Chairman.  That  is  evidently  a  typographical  en  or. 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  page  220,  second  line  from  the  top,  the  word 
"there"  should  be  "they,"  and  in  the  third  the  word  "not"  should  be 
inserted  between  the  words  "should"  and  "have,"  so  as  to  make  it 
read  "should  not  have  the  benefit  of  the  act." 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  say  should  be  inserted  in  place  of 
the  word  "there?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  word  "there,"  the  last  word  on  that  line,  should 
be  "they." 

Mr.  James.  And  the  word  "not"  should  be  inserted  between 
"should"  and  "have?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  225,  the  fifth  answer,  fourth  line, 
the  word  "thing"  should  be  'way,"  so  as  to  read  "the  best  way  to 
prevent  this."     On  page  226,  two-thirds  of  the  way  down  the  page, 
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my  answer  "yes  sir.  I  saw  him  that  evening  and  he  told  me" 
should  read  "I  saw  him  the  next  morning."  I  was  speaking  about 
the  Attornev-General;  I  saw  him  the  next  morning.  The  word 
" evening "  should  be  stricken  out  and  the  words  "the  next  morning" 
should  be  substituted.  On  page  229,  near  the  bottom  of  the  page, 
my  last  answer  on  that  page,  second  line,  the  word  "nearly"  should 
be  stricken  out  and  the  word  "both"  substituted,  so  as  to  read  "they 
were  both  quoted  in  full."  On  page  239,  my  last  answer  on  that  page, 
which  reads  "I  think  he  referred  to  the  affidavit  he  made,"  the 
word  "he"  between  the  words  "affidavit"  and  "made"  should  be 
omitted.  On  page  240,  my  first  answer,  second  line,  the  word  "had" 
should  be  "would." 

Senator  Pubcell.  "He  would  refer  to  the  Attorney-General,"  etc. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  248,  my  second  answer,  fourth  line, 
the  word  "get"  should  be  stricken  out  and  "have"  substituted. 

Senator  Pubcell.  So  as  to  make  it  read  "we  did  not  expect  to 
have  an  immediate  hearing?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  250,  in  which  I  say,  "yes,  sir;  and  I 
sent  it  to  the  President  on  September  3,"  it  should  be — I  would  like 
to  explain  that  answer.  I  got  the  letter  referred  to;  the  letter  was 
secured  rather  under  mv  direction.  I  did  not  personally  go  to 
Juneau  and  get  it.  That  letter  was  secured  by  Special  Agent  Bowman 
under  directions  from  me.  In  the  fifth  answer  on  page  250  the  word 
"visit"  on  the  first  line  should  be  "letter,"  and  the  word  "letter"  on 
the  next  line  should  be  "visit." 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  It  should  be,  "because  I  did  not  get  this  letter 
until  I  returned  from  mv  visit." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  Tne  word  "letter"  on  the  second  line  should 
be  "visit,"  so  as  to  read,  "because  I  did  not  get  this  letter  until  I 
returned  from  mv  visit,"  and  the  third  line  of  that  same  answer  the 
word  "it"  should  be  inserted  between  "transmitted"  and  "to."  "I 
transmitted  it  to  the  President."  On  page  252,  about  the  center  of 
the  page,  my  answer  was,  "this  whole  report  which  has  just  been 
read  was  in  reference  to  a  Cunningham  case."  It  should  be  to  "the" 
Cunningham  case;  "the"  should  oe  inserted  for  "a."  On  page  258. 
the  fourth  answer  from  the  bottom  of  the  page,  third  line,  the  word 
"not"  should  be  omitted,  so  as  to  read,  "it  was  intended  that  they 
should  proceed  at  once  with  the  hearing."  On  page  259,  second 
answer,  it  should  read, "  also  the  Forest  Service,"  instead  of  "  various." 
In  the  center  of  that  page,  my  answer  referring  to  a  telegram  of  "July 
6"  should  be  "16."  On  page  260,  in  the  fourth  answer,  the  word 
"fact"  should  be  "facts,"  and  on  the  next  line  the  word  "go"  should 
be  omitted  and  the  word  "get"  substituted — "I  expected  to  get  by 
the  investigation,"  etc. 

Mr.  Graham.  "That  I  expected  to  get  by  the  investigation." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  On  page  282,  the  first  word  in  the  second  line  of 
my  answer,  the  proper  name  "Heinny"  should  be  "Heney,"  and  the 
name  should  be  changed  to  that  spelling  in  the  subsequent  part  of 
that  answer.  In  the  last  line  of  that  answer  the  word  "out"  should 
be  inserted  between  "straighten"  and  the  word  "the,"  so  as  to  make 
it  read,  "straighten  out  the  matter."  On  page  282,  the  same  page, 
the  last  answer,  the  proper  name  "Behring"  should  be  "Behrens." 

The  Chaikman.  And  the  same  correction  should  be  made' in  two 
other  places. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  In  four  other  places.  On  page  284,  in  my  second 
answer,  first  line,  the  word  "they"  should  be  inserted  for  "1." 

Mr.  Graham.  So  as  to  make  it  read,  "the  first  time  they  knew," 
etc.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  297,  the  second  answer,  first  line, 
the  word  "use"  should  be  substituted  for  "see,"  making  it  read, 
"I  did  not  use  any  evidence,"  etc.;  on  the  seventeenth  line  from  the 
bottom  of  that  page  the  word  "places"  should  be  "papers."  The 
first  line  in  the  last  paragraph  of  that  page 

The  Chairman.  The  first  line  of  the  last  paragraph? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman,  vv  hat  word  do  you  wish  to  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  word  "on"  should  be  omitted  and  "in"  substi- 
tuted. On  page  362,  in  the  fourth*  answer  from  the  bottom,  the 
word  "of"  should  be  substituted  between  the  words  "support"  and 
"Senator,"  so  that  it  should  read  in  this  way,  "that  he  had  also 
the  support  of  Senator  Guggenheim."  On  page  363,  fifth  answer 
from  the  bottom  of  the  page  should  read,  "Oh,  about  eight  hundred, 
practically  all,"  instead  of"entirely  coal."  On  page  365,  the  fifth 
answer  from  the  bottom  should  read,  "December,"  instead  of 
"November." 

Mr.  Brandeis.  December,  1907, 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  366,  in  my  fourth  answer  from  the 
top,  "December"  should  be  substituted  for  "November." 

The  Chairman.  It  should  be,  "December  the  2d?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  368,  about  the  center  of  the  page, 
the  proper  name  "  Henry  "  should  be  "  Henlev,"  and  that  name  should 
be  changed  where  it  occurs  again  near  the  bottom  of  the  page.  On 
page  370,  about  the  center  of  the  page — "  and  the  letter  of  March  22d," 
should  be,  "and  the  letter  of  March  2."  On  page  371,  the  fourth 
answer  from  the  bottom  of  the  page,  second  line,  the  word,  "we," 
should  be  substituted  for  "he." 

Senator  Purcell.  So  that  it  will  read :  "We  made  an  affidavit,"  etc . 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  On  page  376,  the  third  answer  from  the 
bottom  of  the  page,  the  word    forestry"  should  be  omitted. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  So  as  to  make  it  read:  "That  I  left  the  service." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes. 

Senator  Fletcher.  How  about  page  377,  in  the  middle  of  the  page, 
where  it  is  printed,  "Dalton." 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  ought  to  be  "Doughten."  On  page  378,  the 
second  line  from  the  bottom,  the  word  "affidavits"  should  be  substi- 
tuted for  the  word  "records." 

Mr.  Graham.  Just  read  it  as  you  want  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  way  I  would  like  the  answer  to  be  is,  "No.  There 
are  hundreds  of  affidavits  that  are  not  filed  in  this  record."  On  page 
382,  at  the  center  of  the  page,  my  answer  states  here,  "  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  did  or  not.  There  is  so  much  about  these  Alaska  decisions," 
etc.  It  should  be,  "Alaska  cases."  On  page  384,  in  the  third  answer, 
it  should  read,  "The  initiation  of  the  entry  is  the  first  step  taken  with 
a  view  to  making  the  entry."  On  page  388,  sixth  answer  from  the 
top,  the  words,  "I  had  been  directed,"  should  be  changed  to,  "Had  I 
been  directed."  In  the  seventh  answer  on  that  page,  second  line,  the 
word  "should"  should  be  substituted  for  "would."  I  will  read  the 
answer  in  the  way  it  ought  to  be:  "I  stated  in  the  letter  of  May — I 
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think  it  was  May  1 — which  has  been  in  evidence,  that  the  coal  cases 
should  not  be  delayed."  On  page  389,  second  answer  from  the  top, 
the  answer  reads,  "No,  sir;  it  was  not.  It  was  more  urgent  per- 
haps."   The  word  " not"  should  be  omitted.     That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  Gentlemen,  you  may  proceed  with  the  cross- 
examination. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis.  how  long  were  you  in  the  service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  special  agent  from  March  or  April,  1904,  to 
September,  1909,  and  prior  to  that  time,  for  about  a  year  or  a  little 
over  I  was  Chippewa  land  examiner  in  Minnesota. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Are  you  reasonably  familiar  with  the  conditions 
in  Alaska — coal  conditions? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  what  way  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  As  to  quantity,  use,  and  production. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vertrees,  please  talk  a  little  louder. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  As  to  quantity,  production,  and  the  place  in  which 
it  is  procured. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  only  information  I  have  on  that  point  is  record 
evidence  and  from  what  I  have  been  told  by  experts  who  have  been 
up  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Have  you  examined  the  government  records  on 
that  question? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Andrew  Kennedy  explained  to  me  as  to  the  extent 
and  I  read  the  expert  report  of  Mr.  Hawkins. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  not  examined  the  official  reports  of  the 
Geological  Survey  and  the  other  departments  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  do  know  in  a  general  way,  do  you  not,  that 
the  coal  areas  of  Alaska  are  very  large? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  coal  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir,  I  understand  so. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  understand  that.  I  merely  want  to  get  at  your 
situation  when  you  went  to  make  these  investigations.  Do  you  know 
how  many  thousand  square  miles 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  what? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Of  the  coal  area. 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  Alaska? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  know  nothing  about  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  only  know  in  a  general  way,  or  have  under- 
stood that  they  were  very  large,  those  coal  areas,  aiid  very  valuable? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now  this  Cunningham  claim  is  located  about  how 
far  from  the  coast? 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  25  or  30  miles  from  Katalla;  that  is  the  near- 
est seaport,  I  think. 

Mr.  vertrees.  No  means  of  transportation  there  as  yet? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  don't  understand  that  there  is. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  there  in  any  of  those  large  coal  fields  that  you 
have  mentioned — are  they  not  practically  closed,  as  they  havejilways 
been,  for  lack  of  transportation? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  never  been  up  there,  but  the  Alaska  Central 
Railroad  had  been  built  a  little  ways,  I  understood;  I  don't  know- 
how  far. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  It  does  not  go  into  this  field  does  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  think  that  is  the  Matanuska  field. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Precisely.  What  is  the  aggregate  area  of  what  is 
known  as  the  Cunningham  group  of  lands,  how  many  acres? 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  5,200  acres. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Something  like  8  square  miles  would  it  be? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that,  as  a  practical  matter,  the  lands  covered 
by  the  Cunningham  claims  are  a  very  small  part,  or  a  fractional  part, 
or  those  coal  areas  aren't  they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  A  mere  patch  upon  the  surface  of  the  coal  areas  of 
Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Relatively  speaking. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  there  are  only  thirty-three  claims  out  of 
about  eight  or  nine  hundred  claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  are  about  nine  hundred  claims  and  these 
only  cover  thirty-three? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  point  of  fact,  at  the  time  you  first  brought  this 
to  the  attention  of  the  department,  those  men  had  done  all  they 
could  do;  they  had  entered  the  lands,  had  declared  and  completed 
the  entries,  hadn't  they,  and  paid  their  money? 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  mean  they  had  done  all  they  could  do  with  a 
view  to  getting  title? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  With  a  view  to  getting  patent. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  before  the  liand  Office,  as  to  the  action  taken 
before  the  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  to  say,  they  had  made  their  declaration, 
filed  the  plats,  and  paid  the  money? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  the  aggregate,  something  over  $50,000? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  had  been  the  situation,  hadn't  it,  some- 
time before  you  undertook  to  look  into  these  matters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  I  don't  know  just  when  the  payments  were 
made  or  when  the  cash  certificates  were  issued  on  some  of  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  don't  care  for  dates.  The  essential  thing  I  want  to 
know  is  the  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  before  you  came  down  in 
December,  1907,  and  a  long  time  prior  thereto,  they  had  paid  their 
money  and  had  done  everything  toward  the  completion  of  their 
entries  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  some  of  them  were  not  made — the  proofs  were 
not  made — until  along  in  October,  1907.  That  would  only  be  a 
couple  of  months  before. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  At  any  rate,  whether  some  of  them  had  been  filed 
two  months  or  not,  as  a  group  they  had  paid  their  money  before  any 
investigation  was  had  by  you? 
I^Mr.  Glavis.  By  me;  yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  By  you.     Now,  had  anyone  else? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  Mr.  Jones  and  Mr.  Love,  in  the  summer  of  1907, 
were  making  that  preliminary  investigation. 

Mr.  Verirees.  You  don't  catch  my  question;  I  mean  had  any  other 
claimants  completed  their  entries? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh!    At  that  time? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  can  not  say  as  to  that;  I  am  sure  not.  It  seems  to 
me  that  they  were  the  first  ones  to  make — that  is,  they  started  num- 
bering them,  l,coal  entry  No.  1  and  2,  and  it  would  take  the  numerical 
order.  The  Cunningham  claims  would  be  the  first  33  claims  of  the 
Alaska  group. 

Mr.  Verirees.  So  that  in  point  of  fact,  they  were  the  first  that  had 
paid,  so  far  as  you  remember,  and  they  were  the  first  in  order  to  be 
considered  if  they  had  applied  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Ihey  were  the  first  ones  to  have  paid;  yes,  sir. 
Whether  or  not  any  others  have  been  made  since  then  I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  since  then. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  mean  between  the  time  they  were  made  and  the  time 
I  went  to  the  commissioner. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  At  the  time  you  brought  this  to  the  attention  of 
the  land  office,  that  those  coal  claims  should  be  investigated,  the 
Alaskan  claims,  the  situation  was  this,  that  the  Cunningham  group 
had  completed  their  entries,  and  so  far  as  you  know,  no  one  else  had. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  not  so  sure  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  said  so  far  as  you  knew. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  mean  to  give  you  leeway  there 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  there  were  a  few  others,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  A  very  few,  if  that  is  so? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  Cunningham  people  were  the  first? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  was  the  situation  at  the  time  the  matter  was 
brought  to  your  attention,  we  will  say,  in  December,  1907?  Now 
passing,  for  the  time,  from  those  things,  Mr.  Glavis.  On  the  11th 
day  of  August,  1909,  you  presented  a  Tetter  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  reference  to  the  Alaskan  matters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  on  November  13,  1909,  there  was  an 
article  appeared  in  a  paper  called  Collier's  Weekly,  purporting  to  be 
by  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  November  13? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  November  13. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  wish  to  bring  that  to  your  attention  especially. 
T  here  show  you  a  publication  entitled  ''Colliers;  the  National 
Weekly/'  bearing  date  of  November  13,  1900,  which  contains,  on 
page  15,  an  article  entitled  "The  whitewashing  of  Ballin^er.  Are 
the  Guggenheims  in  charge  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior?  By 
L.  R.  Glavis." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  would  like  to  explain  that. 
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Mr.  Vebtbees.  Wait  a  moment.  I  will  get  to  that  and  I  will  give 
you  ample  opportunity.  I  wish  to  know  if  you  are  the  author  of  that 
article? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  the  author  of  the  article,  but  I  didn't  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  writing  the  headings;  I  am  not  responsible  for  the 
headings  of  the  article  in  any  way,  or  the  explanations  of  the  different 
paragraphs. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  mean  it  is  cut  up  into  paragraphs  with  sub- 
heads? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  subheads  I  had  nothing  to  do  with. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  are  not  responsible  for  the  subheads? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  The  first  time  I  saw  those  subheads,  or  the 
title,  was  when  this  article  was  printed  some  two  or  three  months 
afterwards. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Did  you  receive  any  compensation  for  that  article! 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir:  not  a  cent. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Were  you  promised  any  compensation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  a  cent. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  The  work  was  done  entirely  gratuitously? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  have  also  made  a  statement  of  these  matters 
before  this  committee,  beginning  January  20,  1909? 

Mr.  GlaVis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  So  that  it  appears  that  you  have  made  three  state- 
ments of  facts  bearing  upon  the  action  and  conduct  of  the  Interior 
Office,  one  in  a  letter  to  the  President,  one  in  Collier's  Weekly,  to 
which  you  have  been  referred,  and  the  other  here?  That  is  correct 
isn't  it  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  appeared  here  under  no  accusation  yourself, 
did  you — you  came  as  a  witness  ?   . 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  brought  your  attorney,  not  because  you 
expected  any  difficult  questions  would  be  asked  you,  but  that  he 
might  aid  you  in  delivering  your  end  of  it — is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  I  expected  when  I  came  here  to  be  fully  cross- 
examined  by  the  attorneys. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  I  am  not  asking  about  the  cross-examination.  I 
am  on  the  matter  of  you  coming  here  before  us  without  any  accusa- 
tions of  any  kind  made,  or  expected  to  be  made,  with  an  attorney  to 
aid  you  in  the  presentation  of  your  evidence. 

Mr.  Glavis.  les,  sir;  but  I  merely  wanted  to  give  the  committee 
the  facts  that  I  had. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You,  yourself,  have  formulated  no  charge  of  any 
kind? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  In  any  of  these  documents? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  But  you  have  contented  yourself,  and  you  have 
done  this — jrou  have  made  statements  of  facts,  the  different  state- 
ments to  which  I  have  referred,  leaving  it  to  others  to  draw  such  in- 
ferences from  those  facts,  and  conclusions,  as  they  had  a  mind  to  do? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
24991— vol.  1—10 32 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  intentionally  refrain  from  making  any 
charge? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  not  called  upon  to  make  any  charge,  that  is 
that  I  felt  would  have  any  weight.  I  felt  that  the  committee  would 
act  more  on  the  facts  than  any  mere  statement  I  would  make. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  fcas  no  committee  when  you  presented  the 
matter  to  the  President,  neither  was  there  any  committee  when  you 
presented  it  to  the  public  in  Collier's  Weekly. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  point  I  wish  to  get  at  is,  in  presenting  these 
matters  that  way  did  you  intentionally  refrain  from  formulating  any 
charge,  a  specific  charge  of  any  kind  tiased  on  those  statements  1 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  intended  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well  now,  they  meant  something  to  you,  didn't 
they,  the  facts  you  have  stated  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  has  been  your  business  for  years  to  investigate 
land  cases,  investigate  fraud,  and  look  with  a  suspicious  eye  for 
wrongdoing,  hasn't  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  exactly  a  suspicious  eye.  We  often  help 
and  assist  people  in  getting  title  to  their  claims  when  we  find  they 
are  bona  fide 

Mr.  Graham.  What  was  the  last  part  of  your  answer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  has  been  mv  duty  to  investigate  fraud  and  investi- 
gate cases  of  any  character  oi  that  kind. 

Mr.  Graham.  Pardon  me  just  a  moment.  You  were  going  to  say 
something  about  helping  people  to  get  title.  I  wish  you  would  finish 
that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  our  duty  to  help  them,  when  we  could,  to  get 
title  to  their  claims,  as  much  as  it  was  to  attack  them.  If  we  found 
a  settler  that  was  being  harassed  by  people  who  had  no  right  to  do 
so,  why,  we  would  protect  the  settler. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  leaving  that  for  the  present.  What  I  wish  to 
get  is  a  statement  from  you  as  to  this:  If  these  statements  you  made, 
the  facts  you  related  both  to  the  President  and  to  the  public,  if  they 
were  a  repetition  of  the  same  facts,  if  they  did  not  mean  something 
to  you;  if  you  didn't  understand  that  they  established  something  and 
proved  something  against  somebody. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well  now,  what? 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  did  they  prove  to  me? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  proved  to  me  that  I  didn't  think  the  Interior 
Department  was  in  safe  hands. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  My  question  is  not  as  to  the  broad  conclusion  you 
reached  as  to  the  safety  of  hands,  but  wrhat  you  understood  those 
facts  to  prove  as  definite  misconduct  on  the  part  of  somebody. 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  no  charge  of  criminality.  I  don't  think  the 
statements  prove  that.  You  would  have  to  take  all  the  facts  together 
and  then  form  your  opinion.  You  couldn't  take  any  one  definite 
statement  of  fact  and  draw  a  fair  opinion.  The  entire  statement 
is  what  convinced  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Convinced  you  of  what  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  the  Land  Department  was  not  in  safe  hands. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  not  in  safe  hands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  as  to  Alaska  coal.  As  to  other  cases  they 
would  probably  be  all  right,  but  I  didn't  think  they  were  protecting 
the  people's  interests  relative  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  want  to  get  at,  Mr.  Glavis,  is  not  that  gen- 
eral statement,  but  what  officers  you  yourself,  when  you  presented 
these  matters  to  the  public,  understood  those  things  would  affect 
and  how  they  affected  them;  that  is  to  say,  what  they  established 
that  these  officers  had  done  in  the  way  of  official  misconduct  or  cor- 
rupt conduct. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Again,  I  would  have  to  take  the  whole  statement  and 
point  out  each  fact.     You  just  want  the  officials  affected  by  it? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes.     What  officials? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Ballinger  and  Dennett  would  be  the  ones.  There 
were  others  who  took  a  little  action  in  it  and  they  would  affect  them 
so  far  as  those  actions  went;  otherwise  it  would  not  affect  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  who  were  the  others? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  Schwartz  took  some  action  that  I  couldn't 
understand,  and  I  think  the  worst  action  taken  was  the  action  taken 
by  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  when  he  rendered  that  decision. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  only  answered  me  in  a  very  general  way. 
I  want  something  a  little  more  definite.  First,  I  want  to  know 
whether,  when  you  presented  these  facts  to  the  President,  to  your 
mind  they  established  corrupt  conduct,  or  official  misconduct  on  the 
part  of  anybody? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  thought  they  established  official  miscon- 
duct on  the  part  of  Secretary  Ballinger  and  Commissioner  Dennett. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  anyone  else  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  established  it  conclusively,  I  thought,  as  to 
those  two  men.  But  as  to  the  others,  I  didn't  form  any  opinion,  be- 
cause in  my  mind  it  depended  entirely  upon  what  answers  they 
might  make  as  to  .what  was  their  real  purpose  for  taking  the  actions 
they  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  am  I  to  understand,  when  you  made 
these  charges,  to 'your  mind  they  carried  no  evidence  of  misconduct 
or  corrupt  conduct  on  the  part  of  any  official  excepting  Secretary 
Ballinger  and  Commissioner  Dennett  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  The  report  carried  evidence  of  misconduct  by 
Mr.  Pierce  and  'Mr.  Schwartz,  but  I  didn't  draw  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  conclusive  against  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  the  question  of  the  conclusiveness;  I 
haven't  asked  you  that.  I  merely  want  to  get  whom  you  meant  to 
accuse. 

Mr.  Glavis.  My  statement  meant  to  accuse  Ballinger  and  Dennett. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  at.  Now,  at  that  time 
Mr.  Ballinger  was  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  wasn't  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Frank  Pierce  was  First  Assistant  Secretary? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  Mr.  Fred  Dennett  was  Commissioner  of  thi 
General  Land  Office;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz  was  Chief  of  Field  Service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  M.  D.  McEniry  was  Chief  of  the  Field  Division? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  Mr.  Horace  Tillard  Jones  was  the  special 
agent,  wasn't  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  H.  K.  Love  had  been  special  agent,  but  was 
then  out  of  the  service;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  James  M.  Sheridan  was  special  agent  and  is 
still  in  the  service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Don  M.  Carr  was  the  private  secretary  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  P.  M.  Muilin  was  register,  wasn't  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  is  still  in  the  service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  John  W.  Dudley  had  been  register,  but  has 
been  since  removed  from  office  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  understand  so;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  these  persons — these  officials — are  named  in 
various  ways  in  your  statement  of  facts,  and,  as  I  understand  you,  you 
have  eliminated  them,  and  that  which  you  have  stated  reflected  upon 
Secretary  Ballinger  and  Mr.  Dennett? 

Mr.  Glavis.  My  report  to  the  President  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  your  report  to  the  Presi- 
dent. In  your  report  to  the  public  in  Collier's  Weekly  and  every- 
thing  

Mr.  Glavis.  You  have  been  confining  your  questions  to  the  report 
to  the  President.     You  asked  me 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Perhaps  I  have.  I  have  read  you  this  list  of  officers 
and  I  wish  you  to  say  whom  you  understood  the  facts  you  detail  to 
accuse  of  corrupt  conduct  or  wrongdoing,  or  either. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Misconduct.  As  to  the  corruptness,  I  have  never  made 
any  charge  of  criminality  or  corrupt  practice,  because  if  I  had  suffi- 
cient evidence  that  warranted  me  in  making  such  a  charge  I  would 
have  presented  it  to  a  grand  jury  and  never  would  have  gone  to  the 
President. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  your  frame  of  mind  was  such  that 
if  you  believed  that  any  officers  were  guilty  of  corrupt  conduct  you 
would  have  gone  to  a  grand  jury? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  have  been  my  duty  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  1  am  not  speaking  about  your  duty — you  would 
have  done  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir,  as  a  public  officer  it  would  have  been  my  duty. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  would  have  done  so?  That  is  the  point 
I  want. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Let  me  explain  my  answer.  I  will  answer  that  yes, 
because  that  would  have  been  my  duty  as  a  government  official. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  are  now  giving  me  your  reason.  I  asked  you 
as  to  the  act. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  merely  want  to  explain  my  answer. 
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Mr.  Vertbees.  The  essential  thing  I  want  to  get  at  is,  that  you 
didn't  present  these  men  before  the  grand  jury  because  you  didn't 
believe  any  of  them  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  conduct  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  no  evidence  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  was  no  evidence  even  to  your  mind  of  any 
corrupt  conduct  on  the  part  of  any  of  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  state  that  here,  do  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Not  one  of  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  most  that  you  did  mean  to  accuse  them  of 
is  what  you  call  official  misconduct;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Not  of  corrupt  conduct,  but  of  misconduct  or  im- 
propriety? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Please  define  more  accurately  what  you  mean  by 
that.     You  have  relieved  it  from  the  field  of  criminality  altogether. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  relieved  it  from  the  field  of  criminality  because 
you  have  to  show  motives  to  show  criminal  acts  to  a  certain  extent, 
and  there  was  no  motive  that  I  had  any  evidence  of.  The  meaning 
that  I  make  of  misconduct  is  that  they  were  not  properly  pro- 
tecting the  Government's  interests  as  government  officials  should  do. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  you  wish  to  say  to  this  committee  that  as  the 
result  of  your  investigations,  you  have  observed  nowhere  a  corrupt 
motive  as  to  any  of  these  officers;  you  state  that,  do  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  yes,  sir;  there  was  no  evidence  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  saw  no  corrupt  conduct  on  the  part  of  any 
of  them,  but  the  most  you  wish  to  be  understood  as  saying,  the  most 
you  did  say  to  the  President,  or  meant  to  say  to  the  President  by 
your  array  of  facts,  and  what  you  did  mean  to  say  to  the  country  in 
your  array  of  facts  in  Collier's  Weekly,  was  simply  that  you  did  not 
think  the  affairs  of  the  Government,  that  is  those  conducted  by  the 
Interior  Office,  were  in  safe  hands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  you  meant  and  all  you  did  mean, 
isn't  it,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  «ir;  that  they  were  not  properly  protecting  the 
interests  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  they  were  not  properly  protecting  the  inter- 
ests of  the  people.     That  is  all  you  did  mean? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  what  way;  was  it  an  error  of  judgment,  or  a 
mistake? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  think  it  was — the  facts  showed  it  was  inten- 
tional. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  yet  you  say  it  was  not  corrupt? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  we  probably  do  not  give  the  same  meaning  to 
"corrupt;"  we  perhaps  don't  have  the  same  view  of  "corrupt. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Perhaps  so ;  give  us  your  view  of  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  a  man  acts  corruptly,  he  acts  criminally;  that 
would  warrant  criminal  action,  and  I  did  not  think  the  evidence  war- 
ranted that.  For  instance,  when  Secretary  Ballinger  agreed  to  Sub- 
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mit  the  matter  to  the  Attorney-General  and  agreed  that  it  was  the 
best  thing  to  do,  the  proper  thing  to  do,  to  have  then  turned  around 
and  have  handed  it  to  Mr.  Pierce  for  a  decision — that  is  not  a  charge 
of  criminality;  still,  he  didn't  have  the  interests  of  the  Government  at 
heart  in  doing  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  you  mean  to  say,  that  he  did  not 
have  the  interest  of  the  Government  at  heart. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  wasn't  properly  protecting  the  Govern- 
ment's interests. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  what  way?  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get 
at  now,  what  you  mean  to  accuse  and  charge  these  gentlemen  with — 
Mr.  Frank  Pierce  was  First  Assistant  Secretary,  wasn't  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  would  prefer  to  have  all  the  facts  taken 
together  and  your  own  conclusions  drawn.  It  would  only  be  a  con- 
clusion on  my  part  as  to  what  this  evidence  shows. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  True.  And  although  ordinarily  I  would  not  ask 
for  your  conclusions,  nevertheless  I  have  asked  them  now,  and  I  have 
understood  you  to  say  that  you  exonerate  everybody  except  Secre- 
tary Ballinger  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Dennett,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Who  else  do  you  include  in  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  think  the  evidence  I  gave  involves 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  go  back.  You  have  formulated 
no  charge.  I  want  to  get  the  charge  for  the  purpose,  then,  of  taking 
that  charge  up  to  see  what  there  is  in  it.  You  made  a  statement  of 
facts  from  which  your  mind  had  evidently  drawn  some  inference, 
and  from  which  you  intended  the  President  to  draw  some  inference, 
and  from  which  you  intended  the  public  to  draw  an  inference;  is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  wanted  them  to  draw  their  own  inferences 
without  any  opinion  from  me.  That  is  the  reason  I  didn't  give  my 
opinion.  . 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  understood  you  to  say  you  did  not  draw  the 
inference  that  any  of  these  officials  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt 
conduct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is,  of  any  corruptness  in  the  meaning  that  I  give 
corruptness;  that  is,  there  could  be  no  criminal  charge  made  from 
the  actions  they  have  taken.     There  was  no  evidence  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  most  you  claim  was  that  somebody  had  been 
guilty  of  official  wrongdoing  m  some  way  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  who  were  those  persons — all  that  you  mean 
to  accuse? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Which  my  evidence  has  mentioned  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  as  you  understand  it,  and  as  you  intended  in 
the  letter  to  mean  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  Mr.  Dennett,  Mr.  Ballinger,  and  Mr.  Pierce — I 
don't  think  Mr.  Schwartz  did  anything  criminal  at  all,  or  did  any- 
thing that  he  was  not  under  instructions  to  do.  I  have  always  liked 
Mr.  bchwartz  a  great  deal  and  have  the  highest  regard  for  him,  and  I 
think  if  he  hadn't  had  to  act  under  the  instructions  of  his  superiors, 
the  Alaskan  cases  would  not  be  in  danger. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean  by  that  to  say  that  Mr.  Schwartz,  if 
ordered,  would  do  that  which  He  regarded  as  improper  and  corrupt? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  he  made  some  instructions  last  summer  that 
were  not  proper,  but  I  think  he  did  it  under  instructions  from  his 
superiors.  Tne  facts  showed  he  was  acting  on  the  instructions  of 
his  superiors. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  fact  I  want  to  get  at  is,  do  you  charge  Mr. 
Schwartz  with  any  sort  of  intentional  wrongdoing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  think  anything  Mr.  Schwartz  did  was 
thoughtless  at  the  time.  The  telegrams  he  sent  me  were  sent  me  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment.  I  don't  think  he  gave  it  a  thought,  or 
weighed  the  evidence  in  the  Cunningham  cases  when  he  directed  me 
to  proceed  with  the  hearing. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  Now,  I  understood  you  a  moment  ago  to  say  that 
you  acquitted  Schwartz  of  any  intentional  wrongdoing  whatsoever. 
You  say  if  he  did  anything  that  your  judgment  does  not  approve, 
you,  yourself,  after  examining  all  the  evidence  and  knowing  what 
you  do,  exonerate  him  of  any  intent  to  do  any  wrong,  or  any  intent 
not  to  do  as  he  did  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  never  entered  my  mind  that  he  had  done  any- 
thing wrong.     I  think  he  made  some  very  general  statements  in  his " 
report  to  the  President,  statements  that  were  very  cleverly  drawn. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  Let's  not  refer  to  his  statement  to  the  President. 
His  official  acts  as  Chief  of  the  Field  Service 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  an  official  act. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  mean  before  you  left.  I  am  dealing  now  with 
him  officially  and  at  the  time  these  acts  were  being  done  which  you 
say  arrested  your  attention  to  such  an  extent  that  you  presented 
them  to  the  President.  Now,  if  I  understand  you,  vou  have  stated 
to  the  committee  that  you  do  not  mean  to  accuse  Mr.  Schwartz  of 
any  intentional  wrongdoing  of  any  kind.     Have  you  not  stated  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  do  not  mtend  to  accuse  him  of  it. 
"  Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  don't  mean  the  facts  you  have  stated  to 
have  that  effect,  of  accusing  him,  or  of  establishing  any  intentional 
wrongdoing  on  his  part.     Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  answers  my  question.  Now  you  men- 
tioned- in  this  connection  there  were  some  things  he  did  last  summer 
that  you  didn't  think  were  exactly  the  proper  things  to  do.  What 
were  they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Those  were  the  telegrams  that  he  sent  relative  to 
directing  me  to  proceed  with  the  hearing  in  the  Cunningham  cases 
before  the  cases  were  ready  to  proceed.  From  the  telegrams  I 
have  seen  it  appears  that  he  was  acting  under  instructions  from  the 
department  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  there  anything  else  on  which  you  predicate 
your  statement  that  Mr.  Schwartz's  conduct  was,  in  your  judgment, 
not  entirely  proper  than  those  telegrams  speeding  the  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  that  is  all  that  I  can  think  of  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that,  repeating  it  somewhat,  because  it  is 
important  in  this  matter,  it  comes  to  this,  that  you  do  not,  and 
never  have,  accused  Mr.  Schwartz,  either  publicly  or  in  your  own 
mind,  of  intentional  wrongdoing  or  official  misconduct.  That  is 
true,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  most  you  have  meant  by  what  you  have 
stated,  and  by  what  you  have  testified  to  with  reference  to  Schwartz 
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was  to  say  that  his  action  in  one  particular  respect  you  did  not 
understand  at  the  time  and  did  not  receive  your  approval,  and  that 
was  in  the  matter  of  speeding  or  pushing  the  trial  or  these  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  is  all  that  you  have  against  Mr.  Schwartz, 
and  the  only  inference  that  could  be  drawn  unfavorably  of  him  is 
such  as  may  be  drawn  from  Chat  one  fact.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  the  evidence  that  has  been  submitted 
in  connection  with  my  testimony  will  show  that  he  was  doing  that 
under  the  instructions  of  the  department. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  he  was  absolutely  doing  that  under  the 
instructions  of  the  department? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  am  getting  at  is,  you  wish  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  he  is  a  good  man,  ne  has  done  nothing  wrong,  and  you 
did  not  mean  in  these  publications  to  say  that  he  had? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  is  Mr.  James  M.  Sheridan.  What  do  you 
say  about  Mr.  Sheridan? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  what  way? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  mean  has  he  been  guilty  of  any  official  misconduct 
in  any  way? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  mean  by  any  of  the  statements,  you  have 
made  to  have  inferences  unfavorable  to  him  drawn  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  about  Mr.  Jones,  Mr.  Horace  Tillard  Jones? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  never  made  any  charge  against  him  that  I  recall. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  know  no  grounds  for  making  any,  do  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  believe  he  is  absolutely  honest. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  about  Mr.  Love? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  don't  know  anything  about  Mr.  Love  except  in  a 
general  way. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  made  no  charge  against  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  made  no  charge  against  nim. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  have  not  meant  for  anything  you  have 
said  to  be  made  the  basis  of  a  charge,  have  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.     I  did  not  feel  that  I  was  here  to  make  charges. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  feel  this,  that  you  would  make  a  statement  of 
facts,  formulating  them,  and  putting  them  in  a  way  from  which  all 
sorts  of  inferences  could  be  drawn 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  witness  labors  under  a  hesitation 
of  speech  which  almost  amounts  to  a  defect,  and  sometimes  it  appears 
to  one  not  accustomed  to  him  that  he  is  through  when  he  is  not.  I 
would   like  if  he  would   be   allowed   to  finish  his  answers. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Of  course  I  do  not  mean  to  interrupt  the  witness, 
but  he  also  shows  a  disposition  to  answer  further  than  the  question, 
and  sometimes,  perhaps,  when  I  saw  that  disposition,  I  have  inter- 
fered, but  I  will  try  to  correct  myself. 

Now,  Mr.  Don  M.  Carr,  you  have  mentioned  in  your  testimony,  have 
you  meant  in  this  presentation  of  facts  to  have  inferences  drawn  from 
them  unfavorable  to  Mr.  Carr's  upright  official  conduct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.   P.  M.  Mullin,  what  do  you  say  about  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  made  no  charge  or  intended  no  charge  to  be 
made  against  him. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  did  not  ask  you  if  you  had  made  a  charge  or 
formulated  a  charge,  I  am  trying  to  get  before  this  committee  whether 
you  want  them  to  draw  from  the  things  you  have  stated,  without 
formulating  a  charge,  the  inference  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  any 
corrupt  or  official  misconduct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  intend  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  did  not  mean  that  in  your  statements  or  these 
publications  so  far  as  he  is  concerned? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  about  Mr.  Dudley,  Mr.  John  W.  Dudley? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  intend  it  as  to  him  eithef. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  McEniry,  I  believe  is  the  way  you  pro- 
nounced it,  what  about  Mr.  McEniry? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  make  any  charge  against  him.  I  always 
liked  him  very  much  and  considered  him  a  friend  of  mine. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  consider  him  a  good  man? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now*  I  have  taken  the  names  of  all  of  those  you 
have  mentioned,  holding  various  offices,  that  had  to  do  with  these 
transactions  to  which  you  have  given  such  publicity;  I  have  gone  all 
through  all  of  them  except  three,  and  that  we  might  understand  it, 
you,  yourself,  have  made  no  charge  against  them.  When  you  stated 
these  facts,  you  did  not  mean  for  anything  that  reflected  upon  them 
officially  in  any  way  to  be  inferred  ?     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  (jlavis.  Those  that  we  have  named  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Those  we  have  just  named. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  that  leaves,  with  those  that  you  have  men- 
tioned, the  following  officers:  Mr.  It.  A.  Ballinger,  who  was  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Land  Office  at  the  time  you  began  this  investigation  and 
who  is  now  Secretary  of  the  Interior;  Mr.  trank  Pierce,  who  is  First 
Assistant  Secretary  and  has  been  since  October,  1907;  and  Mr.  Fred 
Dennett,  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  who  was  appointed 
March  5,  1908.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  with  reference  to  those  three, 
and  first  of  all  I  want  to  ask  you  with  reference  to  Mr.  Pierce,  whether 
you  meant  the  inference  to  be  drawn  from  what  you  have  stated  with 
reference  to  his  actions  in  this  matter  relative  to  the  Cunningham 
claims,  whether  you  meant  these  facts  to  justify  an  unfavorable  infer- 
ence— that  is,  that  he  had  acted  improperly  or  corruptly? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  I  think  that  his  action  was  improper;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Sow,  to  what  action  do  you  refer,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  like  to  withdraw  that,  about  it  being  im- 
proper, and  I  would  like  to  make  this  answer:  That  I  think  his 
decision 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  erroneous? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Very  erroneous;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  we  will  get  to  the  error  of  his  decision  pres- 
ently. The  point  I  am  now  on  is  the  good  faith  of  the  man.  Did 
you  or  not  mean  to  impugn  the  integrity  of  his  official  action  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  did  not? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  in  the  facts  you  have  stated  to  the  President 
and  to  the  public  you  did  not  desire  or  intend  an  inference  to  be 
drawn  unfavorable  to  his  official  integrity,  did  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  there  any  other  act  or  thing  that  Mr.  Pierce 
did  which  you  regard  as  erroneous  or  improper  besides  the  one  you 
have  mentioned,  namely,  the  giving  of  that  opinion? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  sir,  that  is  the  only  action  that  I  recall  of  him 
taking  that  I  have  knowledge  of. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  only  thing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  to  say — to  get  it  sharply,  before  we  get  to 
the  facts,  to  get  sharply  the  point  before  the"  committee  which  you 
have  in  mind, — I  have  understood  you  to  say  here  previously  that  it 
was  understood  between  you  and  the  Secretary,  ana  the  others,  that 
a  paper  would  be  formulated  and  prepared  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney-General  on,  touching  the  act  of  1908  and  its  proper  con- 
struction, and  that  your  understanding  was  that  Mr.  Secretary 
Ballinger  was  to  present  that  to  the  Attorney-General  for  an  opinion, 
but  that  instead  of  so  doing  he  presented  it?  to  his  First  Assistant 
Secretary  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  told  him  to  write  the  decision. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Told  him  to  write  the  opinion? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  Mr.  Pierce  being  instructed  to  write  and 
present  an  opinion  as  to  the  construction  of  that  act  did  so  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  opinion  you  regard  as  erroneous  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  extent  of  Mr.  Pierce's  offending  is,  so  far 
as  you  say  and  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying,  that  he  gave  an 
erroneous  opinion  as  to  the  construction  of  that  act? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean  no  more  than  that  in  all  you  have 
stated  with  reference  to  Mr.  Pierce,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  take  a  recess  until  2  o'clock. 


AFTER   RECESS. 


2  p.m. 


The  Chairman.  You  may  proceed,  gentlemen. 

(Thereupon  Lewis  R.  Glavis  resumed  the  stand  for  further  cross- 
examination.) 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  had  questioned  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  with  respect  to 
all  the  officials  whom  you  have  mentioned,  excepting  Mr.  Ballinger 
and  Mr.  Dennett.  I  now  wish  to  ask  you  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Dennett,  who  was  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  I  believe,  during 
this  time,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  you  stated  in  your  original  examination  that 
Mr.  Dennett  was  crooked";  you  used  that  language  somewhere.  Now, 
what  did  vou  mean  by  that  ? 
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Mr.  Qlavis.  I  think  I  aaid  in  mv  direct  examination  that  from  his 
actions  out  in  Seattle  that  I  thought  he  was  crooked. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  am  getting  at.  I  have  gone  away 
for  the  present  from  the  statement  of  facts,  and  am  asking  you  for 
your  opinion.  That  is  your  opinion,  predicated  upon  these  Facts  that 
you  have  seen  fit  to  give  to  the  President  and  the  public  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Wait  one  minute,  please.  Now,  what  I  wish 
you  to  state  to  the  committee  is  this:  What  facts  that  you  have 
related,  what  statements  that  you  have  made,  do  you  think,  in  your 
judgment,  reflected  upon  the  official  integrity  of  Mr.  Dennett? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  Mr.  Schwartz  and  I  had  talked  several  times 
about  him  always  being  friendly,  speaking  friendly 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Never  mind  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Speaking  friendly  of  the  Hunt  group. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Never  mind  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  one  of  the  facts  that  led  me  to  believe- 


Mr.  Vertrees.  Perhaps  you  do  not  understand  my  question. 
What  I  asked  you  is  thia%  What  facts  which  you  have  stated  to  this 
committee  for  the  purpose  of  having  them  draw  an  inference,  without 
the  formulation  of  any  charge  on  jrour  part — what  of  those  facte 
which  you  have  stated  to  your  thinking  and  to  your  mind  implied  a 
reflection  upon  the  official  integrity  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Dennett. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  one  of  the  statements  that  I  made  to  this 
committee. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then,  if  it  is,  proceed  with  it;  what  was  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Schwartz  and  I  in  June,  1909,  had  discussed  the 
Alaska  cases  at  Seattle,  Wash.  In  that  conversation  he  led  me  to 
believe  that  Dennett's  position  depended  upon  the  Alaska  coal  inves- 
tigation being  concluded  within  this  period  of  time.  Also  in  that 
conversation  he  commented  on  the  fact  that  whenever  the  Alaska 
coal  cases  were  discussed  in  the  General  Land  Office  in  Washington  that 
Dennett  always  would  say — when  anything  was  said  about  the  can- 
cellation of  them,  that  they  might  be  canceled;  but  the  Hunt  group 
ought  to  be  left — that  is  tne  H.  R.  Harriman  group.  In  June,  1909, 
I  wired  Mr.  Dennett  and  asked  him  whether  any  admissions  had  been 
made  to  him  by  Alaska  coal  claimants;  that  if  there  had  been  it  might 
aid  me  in  my  investigation  which  I  was  making  there.  He  replied 
the  next  day  or  the  same  day  that  there  had  not  been  any  such  ad- 
missions made.  During  that  month,  after  the  receipt  of  that  tele- 
gram, I  received  affidavits  which  showed  that  there  had  been  admis- 
sions made  to  him.  Then  Mr.  Dennett  arrived  out  there.  Mr.  Den- 
nett, the  first  day  or  the  next  day  after  he  arrived,  told  me  about  his 
troubles  that  he  was  having  with  a  piece  of  real  estate  on  Second 
avenue  in  Seattle;  that  the  county  or  the  city  officials,  I  have  for- 

fotten  which,  were  about  to  condemn  part  of  it  to  broaden  the  street, 
think  it  was.  I  said:  "Why,  Mr.  Dennett,  I  thought  that  was  all 
fixed  up.  A  few  days  ago,  when  taking  the  affidavit  of  Mr.  Behrens, 
Mr.  Benrens  told  me  that  you  were  having  some  trouble,  but  that  he 
had  fixed  it  all  right  for  you,  and  that  he  had  written  you  about  it." 
Mr.  Dennett  said:  "Behrens,  I  don't  know  any  such  person  as  that." 
I  said:  "Mr.  Behrens  was  one  of  the  coal  claimants  in  the  Hunt 
group."  "No,"  he  said,  "I  do  not  know  him  at  all;  never  heard  of 
him.       Well,  I  thought  that  was  kind  of  strange.     But  a  day  or  two 

Digitized  by  V^rOOQ  fC 


444       INVESTIGATION  INTEBIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OP  FORESTRY. 

after  that,  I  am  not  sure  now,  Behrens  came  in  my  office  and  wanted 
to  see  Dennett,  and  I  told  him  he  could  see  him,  and  he  went  in  to 
see  him  and  acted  perfectly  friendly.  And  it  was  that  day  or  the  next 
day  that  he  asked  Dennett  out  to  lunch;  whether  he  went  or  not  I 
don't  know. 

Then  shortly  after  that — well,  at  that  time,  just  about  that  time, 
Dennett,  we  discussed  these  Alaska  coal  cases  as  Soon  as  he  got 
there,  and  I  told  him  that  the  Cunningham  cases  were  not  prepared 
to  go  to  trial,  and  asked  him  to  go  over  the  evidence  itself.  I  had 
the  records  all  prepared  then  to  turn  over  to  Mr.  Sheridan.  I  said: 
"  You  go  over  the  evidence  yourself  and  see  who  is  right,  whether  I 
am  right  or  whether  your  office  is  right  in  Washington ;"  and  he 
would  not  do  that.  So  then  Mr.  Spalding  came  to  me — he  was  a 
special  agent  or  the  special  disbursing  officer  then,  I  have  forgotten 
which,  in  my  office ;  but  when  Dennett  arrived  he  asked  Spalding  to 
attend  to  some  of  his  typewriting  and  do  his  clerical  work  for  him 
while  he  was  there,  and  opalding  came  to  me  and  said  that  Dennett 
was  writing  peculiar  letters,  or  tunny  letters,  I  don't  know  just  how 
he  put  it,  about  the  Alaska  coal  cases;  and  putting  these  other  things 
together,  I  told  Spalding  to  give  me  copies  of  them,  and  he  did. 
Those  copies  of  letters  that  he  gave  me  are  in  the  record,  and  I  think 
they  clearly  show  that  he  was  not  in  sympathy  with  the  investiga- 
tion of  the  Alaska  coal  cases  or  the  cancellation  of  the  entries.  I 
think  they  show  that  he  was  disappointed  at  the  result  of  Attorney- 
General  Wickersham's  decision,  lie  states  in  one  of  the  letters  that 
he  did  not  blame  me  for  making  an  unfavorable  report,  because  I 
could  not  do  anything  else  in  view  of  what  Attorney-General  Wicker- 
sham  had  decided.  And  those  actions,  I  thought,  showed  him 
entirely  unfaithful  to  protect  the  Government's  interest  in  the 
Alaska  coal  cases.  I  think  that  he  surely  would  not  have  done  that 
had  it  been  his  own  property  that  he  was  trying  to  protect. 

And  then  a  day  or  two  after  that,  about  July  26  or  July  27, 1  wrote 
him  a  letter  about  it,  about  him  giving  the  status  of  my  investigations, 
and  also  calling  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  had  denied  that  the 
claimants  had  made  any  admissions  to  him,  and  that  since  then  they 
had  made  statements  to  me  in  which  they  said  that  they  had  told 
Mr.  Dennett  in  May,  1908 — in  the  spring  of  1908 — the  same  thing. 
Some  of  the  statements  they  made  to  me  would  show  that  they  were 
acting  under  a  conspiracy  to  acquire  coal  lands  contrary  to  law. 
Until  that  summer  of  1909  I  had  never  been  able  to  get  anything — 
that  is,  any  admissions  from  the  coal  claimants,  those  in  tne  Hunt 
group,  in  which  they  would  admit  that  they  had  such  unlawful 
arrangements,  and  he  placed  me  in  the  position,  or  placed  himself  in 
the  position — he  being  the  chief  of  police  and  could  go  out  and  get 
evidence,  and  knowing  where  the  fugitive  was  all  the  time.  That  is 
the  position  he  placed  me  in,  and  I  did  not  think  that  was  a  proper 
way  to  protect  the  Government's  interest.  Those  are  the  things 
that  I  think;  and  further  than  that,  the  fact — let  us  see — and  another 
inference  can  be  drawn  from  the  statement  I  have  made,  and  the  evi- 
dence submitted  here  is  that  Senator  Guggenheim  in  Colorado  had 
gone  to  see  the  President  protesting  against  the  appointment  of  a 
man  from  his  own  State  for  the  position  which  Mr.  Dennett  then 
occupied.  Before  I  got  that  letter  Mr.  Eckels,  of  the  Morgan-Gug- 
genheim interest,  had  come  to  me  and  told  me  what  a  great  necessity 
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there  was  for  the  mining  of  the  Alaska  coal  for  their  smelters  and 
railroads  that  they  were  building,  and  that  they  were  prepared  to  go 
ahead  with  the  building  of  those  railroads.  And  those  facts,  taken 
together,  and  the  fact  that  he — there  are  so  many  facts  it  is  hard  to 
put  them  in  order,  and  I  perhaps  may  overlook  some  of  them. 

But  another  one  that  occurs  to  me  now  is  the  evidence  also  shows 
that  he  was  in  conference  with  Secretary  Ballinger  with  reference  to 
these  coal  cases.  In  view  of  the  uncertainty  of  his  position  and  all  I 
felt  that  his  whole  action  showed  that  he  was  no  more  than  a  tool  of 
Secretary  Ballinger,  and  that  he  would  do  anything  that  Mr.  Bal- 
linger would  ask  him  to  do. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  there  anything  else  about  Mr.  Dennett?  Do 
you  know  of  any  other  fact  or  thing  that  you  wish  to  submit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  of  any  right  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  there  are  any,  they  are  not  of  sufficient  strength 
and  importance  to  impress  you  at  the  present  time  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  they  may  be  of  very  great  importance. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  can  not  recall  them  if  they  are? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  have  to  go  right  through  the  record  to  see  if 
they  were. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  much  for  Mr.  Dennett,  and  we  will  pass  from 
the  facts  you  have  stated  and  the  opinion  you  have  expressed  for  the 
present  to  Mr.  Secretary  Ballinger.  Now,  of  these  facts  or  statements 
which  you  have  made  here  to  the  committee  which  of  them  do  you 
intend  and  understand  to  reflect  upon  him,  and  what  do  they  show, 
to  your  thinking? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  will  try  to  summarize  them  and  put  them 
in  chronological  order  if  I  can. 

The  first  action  is  the  Wilson  Coal  Company  case.  That,  I  think, 
shows,  while  it  was  a  lpng  time  ago  and  when  people  might  not  have 
thought  of  such  things,  that  his  act  in  that  case  was  a  participa- 
tion  

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  was  that  act,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  drawing  up  escrow  agreements  to  turn  over  coal 
claims  that  had  not  at  that  time  and,  in  fact,  have  not  since  been 
proved  up;  turning  over  those  to  his  clients — agreements  that  they 
would  be  turned  over.  That,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  is  criminal,  although 
the  statute  of  limitations  wiped  it  out.  The  evidence,  perhaps,  is  not 
quite  clear.  The  record  in  the  Wilson  Coal  Company  case  will  speak 
for  itself  in  that.  I  think  Mr.  Battle  has  brought  that  down  from 
Seattle. 

Then  his  expressions  in  the  summer  of  1907  to  Jones  that  such  acts, 
unlawful  acts  that  had  been  committed,  and  which  Jones  outlined 
in  his  report  to  me  of  August  2,  1907 

Mr.  Cotton.  December  2. 

Mr.  Glavis.  December  2,  1907,  shows  it  to  be  a  violation  of  the 
coal-land  laws.  His  remark  after  that  statement  of  facts  and  admis- 
sion by  one  of  the  claimants  that  such  was  the  case,  that  he  was 
going  to  come  down  here  and  see  what  Congress  could  do  to  help 
these  people  to  get  the  patents,  after  knowing  that  they  had  entered 
into  tnese  unlawful  and  fraudulent  agreements. 

And  then  the  next  step  would  be  his  action — and  I  think  one  of  the 
most  important  facts  to  show  that  he  is  not  loyal  to  his  trust  and  is 
not  faithful  to  the  people  is  this  one:  His  action,  after  giving  me  a 
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full  right  to  investigate  and  full  instructions  to  investigate  all  the 
Alaska  coal  cases,  to  take  up  personally  the  report  of  Love,  of  August 
2,  1907,  about  ten  days  after  I  had  the  conference  with  him,  and  he 
had  seen  the  necessity  for  making  a  thorough  investigation,  to  take 
up  this  Love  report  of  August  2,  1907,  and  deliberately  order  the 
claims  to  proceed  to  patent- upon  such  a  report.  That  report  had 
been  in  the  files  for  nearly  six  months  at  that  time,  although  the  clerk 
of  the  office  had  not  taken  it  up.  And  especially  after  that  report, 
because  that  would  not  to  my -mind,  or  to  the  mind  of  a  person  who 
had  passed  upon  favorable  and  unfavorable  reports  of  special  agents — 
I  guess  I  have  passed  some  thousands  of  them — that  would  not  in 
itself  warrant  a  favorable  recommendation,  because  it  in  fact  showed 
that  there  had  been  an  understanding  prior  to  the  making  of  the 
entry;  it  gave  ever}'  reason  to  believe  that  such  had  been  tne  case, 
and  it  suggested  fraud  rather  than  suggested  that  there  was  really 
any  full  compliance  with  the  law. 

The  next  step  that  I  think  can  be  inferred  that  he  was  not  trying 
to  protect  the  people's  rights  was  the  fact  that  he  appeared  before  a 
committee,  the  Public  Lands  Committee  in  the  House,  I  think,  and 
discussed  the  Cale  bill,  and  spoke  in  favor  of  it,  and  that  would  have 
carried  out  his  statements  to  Special  Agent  Jones  in  the  summer  of 
1907,  that  he  would  do  what  he  could  to  secure  legislation  that  would 
enable  these  people  who  had  entered  into  these  fraudulent  agreements 
to  secure  title  to  their  claims ;  because  that  act,  if  passed  in  the  form 
that  it  was  presented  to  Congress,  would  have  validated  those  fraud- 
ulent agreements. 

The  Chairman    That  was  while  he  was  commissioner,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  March  2, 1  think,  1908,  or  March  3.  The  last 
day  or  the  day  before  he  resigned  as  commissioner. 

The  Chairman.  Did  not  Secretary  Garfield  also  appear  before  the 
committee  favoring  that  bill? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  at  that  time.  I  think  he  objected  to 
some  of  the  features  of  that  bill  which  Mr.  Ballinger  had  urged.  But 
the  record  will  show  that ;  I  am  not  sure  on  that.     That  is  my  memory. 

The  next  step  that  Mr.  Ballinger  took  which  was  unprofessional 
and  is  considered  as  such  by  members  of  the  bar,  and  I  know  of  no 
attorney  in  my  acquaintance  that  would  stoop  to  a  thing  of  that 
kind,  was  after  having  been  placed  in  the  position  as  representing 
the  Government  in  the  Alaska  coal  cases  and  having  knowledge  or 
the  character  of  the  investigation  that  had  that  far  progressed,  to 
have  deliberately  gone  around  and  represented  the  other  side  in  those 
cases.  I  do  not  mean  merely  the  Cunningham  cases,  but  also  the 
Green  group,  in  which  Mr.  Jones  had  taken,  I  think,  six  affidavits; 
he  also  acted  as  arbitrator,  I  guess  you  would  call  it,  in  an  agreement 
entered  into  by  II.  R.  Harriman  and  a  man  named  John  Hartline, 
covering  the  rights  of  Harriman  to  purchase  about  ten  or  twelve  coal 
claims. 

His  action  asking  me — I  at  that  time  being  in  the  field,  when  he 
was  in  politics  arranging  for  campaign  contributions — asking  me  to 
wait  until  after  the  campaign  was  over  to  make  my  investigation  of 
those  cases  did  not  show  that  he  had  the  interests  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  people  at  heart  but  had  a  selfish  interest. 

Mr.  Olmsted.   vVas  he  an  officer  of  the  Government  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  was  attorney  for  some  of  those  coal  claim- 
ants, and  on  the  committee  getting  campaign  funds. 
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Another  step  that  I  think  showed  he  was  unfaithful  to  the  people 
was  the  fact  that  after  hearing  our  conference,  of  Mr.  Dennett  and 
Mr.  Schwartz  and  myself  as  to  the  necessity  for  an  opinion  of  the 
construction  of  the  law  of  May,  1908,  and  directions  to  Mr.  Schwartz 
and  myself  to  prepare  a  letter  for  his  signature,  to  go  to  the  Attorney- 
General  and  after  this  official  conference  and  my  conversation  with 
him  in  which  he  agreed  it  would  be  far  more  advisable  for  the  Attor- 
ney-General to  render  such  an  opinion  than  for  him  to  do  so  or  for 
his  department  to  do  so,  and  to  then  deliberately  change  his  mind  for 
some  reason  and  turn  the  matter  over  to  a  subordinate  of  his  depart- 
ment. Surely  if  he  had  the  interests  of  the  people  at  heart,  or  if  the 
Alaska  coal  lands  were  his  own  personal  property  and  he  felt  that  a 
decision  of  this  construction  of  tne  statute  would  determine  whether 
or  not  he  was  to  have  the  coal  lands  or  whether  somebody  else  would 
have  them,  he  would  naturally  have  consulted  the  highest  legal 
authority  that  he  could  secure.  But  he  did  not  do  that,  after  recog- 
nizing the  necessity  for  it  and  agreeing  to  do  it. 

While  there  is  nothing  in  any  of  these  things  upon  which  a  criminal 
charge  could  be  predicated,  still  I  think  it  was  far  more  cowardly  for 
him  to  take  the  action  that  he  did  than  if  a  man  actually  stole  his 
money,  for  which  he  could  be  convicted. 

Then  the  next  statement  that  I  can  recall  now — in  fact,  in  July 
when  I  went  to  see  Mr.  Ballinger — I  think  it  was  July  16,  1909, 1  went 
to  see  Mr.  Ballinger  in  his  otiice  at  Seattle,  after  1  had  received  in- 
structions, definite  instructions,  that  they  would  proceed  immediately 
with  the  hearings;  at  that  time,  when  I  outlined  to  him  the  necessity 
for  using  every  safeguard  to  protect  the  Government's  interests 
before  acquiring  title  to  these  lands,  he  knew  the  weaknesses  of 
our  case.  The  only  weakness  was  the  affidavit  that  he  had  prepared 
for  Cunningham  in  which  he  tried  to  belittle  the  evidence  and  affi- 
davits and  tried  to  explain  away  the  affidavits  that  I  had  secured. 
He  did  not  then  take  any  action  himself  to  have  a  postponement  of 
the  order  for  a  hearing. 

I  think  that  these  statements  of  the  evidence  is  all  that  I  can  recall 
at  this  time  that  led  me  to  believe  that  he  is  an  unfit  man  for  the 
office  and  is  not  faithful  to  his  trusts  or  loyal  to  the  people  in  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  you  have  recapitulated  the  facts  that  you 
have  stated,  and  you  have  also  stated  your  inference  from  those  facts. 
I  ask  you  now  if  you  know  of  any  other  matter  or  thing  with  refer- 
ence to  Mr.  Secretary  Ballinger  which  you  have  not  stated  to  the 
committee  heretofore,  tending  to  show  official  wrongdoing  on  his 
part  according  to  your  conception  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  do  not  think  of  anything  now-.  It  is  very 
hard  for  a  person,  for  an  attorney,  to  outline  a  conspiracy  or  a  state- 
ment of  this  kind 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  did  not  ask  you  to  outline  any  conspiracy,  Mr. 
Glavis,  I  asked  you 

Mr.  Glavis.  f  would  like  to  finish  my  answer. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  do  not  need  express  to  me  that  I  am  out- 
lining things.     I  prefer  that  you  answer  my  questions  and  then 

Mr.  Glavis.  Can't  I  makemy  answer  before 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  object  to  his  going  on  a  discus- 
sion about  the  difficulties  of  attorneys.  I  asked  him  specifically  if 
there  was  any  other  matter  or  thing  that  he  had  not  already  stated 
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to  this  committee  within  his  knowledge  relative  to  the  management 
or  the  mismanagement  of  the  Land  Office  of  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment, and  if  there  was  anything  to  state  it.  He  then  proceeds  to 
tell  me  about  the  difficulty  an  attorney  would  have  in  marshaling 
facts  and  making  an  argument.  Of  course,  I  understand  that;  but 
we  did  not  ask  him  for  that. 

Mr.  Graham.  The  thought  I  had  was  that  the  witness  was  about 
to  state  that  it  was  difficult  under  the  facts  and  the  circumstances 
to  exhaust  the  subject;  if  that  is  what  he  was  going  to  say,  I  think 
it  would  be  a  relative  answer. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  the  witness  ought  to  answer  the  question, 
but  after  he  answers  it  he  can  make  such  explanation  as  he  sees  fit. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  repeat  the  question.  I  did  not  ask  you  to  exhaust 
the  subject,  and  I  did  not  ask  you  to  state  the  difficulties  of 
attorneys.  I  asked  you  to  state  whether  there  was  any  particular 
fact  or  thing  within  your  knowledge  that  you  have  not  already 
related. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember  at  this  time  anything  additional 
to  the  statement  that  I  have  made;  but  as  this  subject  covered 
nearly  two  years  and  the  documents  are  quite  voluminous,  I  may 
have  omitted  some  important  features  in  outlining  the  inferences 
from  the  facts  that  I  think  can  be  drawn  to  show  that  Mr.  Ballinger 
is  not  faithful  and  loyal  to  his  trust. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes.  I  will  ask  you  the  same  question  with 
reference  to  Mr.  Dennett,  whether  there  is  any  other  fact  or  matter 
or  thing  within  your  knowledge  that  you  have  not  stated  that  tends 
in  any  wise  to  show  that  Mr.  Dennett  is  unfaithful  to  his  trust  or 
guilty  of  misconduct. 

Mr.  Glavis.  My  answer  would  be  just  the  same  as  that  about  Mr. 
Ballinger. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Just  the  same? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  as  we  understand  it  you  have  come 
down  to  this — you  have  stated  those  matters  and  things  which  to  your 
mind  tend  to  show  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  and  on 
the  part  of  the  commissioner,  and  I  believe  those  are  the  only  two 
which  you  ask  us  to  understand  these  facts  affect;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  they  are  the  two  most  important;  I  do  not  think 
anyone  else,  the  subordinates,  would  have  done  any  acts  if  they  had 
been  done  for  themselves. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  my  question. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  may  say  no  or  yes,  either. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  will  say  no,  and  then  I  would  like  to  explain 
that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  connection  with  the  decision  that  Mr.  Pierce  ren- 
dered I  would  like  to  say  this,  that  if  he  rendered  that  decision  with- 
out being  influenced  by  Mr.  Ballinger 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Hold  on  a  moment.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  have 
to  object  to  that.  He  is  proceeding  now  merely  argumentative^, 
that  if  he  had  rendered  it  under  such  facts  and  circumstances 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  would  like  to  hear  the  question  read  to  which 
this  witness  has  answered  and  see  whether  it  is  not  a  fair  answer. 
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Mr.  Madison.  He  answered  that  question  in  the  negative.  He 
gave  a  direct  response,  and  then  aslced  for  the  privilege  that  is 
accorded  to  every  witness  to  explain  his  answers.  He  certainly 
ought  to  be  permitted  to  do  that. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  is  perfectly  proper. 

Mr.  Madison.  It  is  the  rule  that  is  applied  by  every  court,  that 
having  given  a  direct  answer,  the  witness  may  then  explain. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  explanation  ought  to  be  a  matter  of  fact,  and 
not  an  opinion. 

Mr.  Madison.  Yes;  but  we  must  take  into  consideration  this  fact, 
that  this  witness  has  been  repeatedly  asked  for  conclusions  and  things 
which  are  usually  stated  by  counsel,  and  therefore  he  must  have  the 
widest  scope  in  his  answers. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Read  it  as  far  as  I  have  gone,  please. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  think,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  you  ought  to  confine  your 
answers  just  as  much  as  you  can — I  am  expressing  my  own  opinion, 
but  I  think  it  is  no  doubt  the  opinion  of  the  rest  of  the  committee — 
to  the  questions  that  I  ask  you ;  make  them  responsive. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  trying  to. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  answer,  as  follows:) 

In  connection  with  the  decision  that  Mr.  Pierce  rendered  I  would  like  to  say  this, 
that  if  he  rendered  that  decision  without  being  influenced  by  Mr.  Ballinger 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  that  is  an  explanation 
of  anything? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  given  both  sides. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  to  counsel  that  we  have  heretofore 
allowed  a  great  deal  of  latitude  in  this  examination,  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  we  are  an  investigating  committee  rather  than  a  court 
we  have  felt  that  it  would  not  do  to  apply  technical  rules  of  law; 
and  we  can  simply  say  that  we  hope  counsel  will  keep  as  much  within 
the  rule3  as  po33iole,  and  the  same  in  respect  to  the  witness. 

Now,  proceed. 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  Mr.  Pierce  rendered  that  decision  uninfluenced  by 
anyone,  why,  I  think  his  construction  of  the  law  is  such  that  shows 
him  to  be  unfit  to  hold  the  position  that  he  does  as  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  because  when  I  showed  that  decision  to  Mr.  Henry  M. 
Hoyt,  the  attorney-general  of  Porto  Rico,  it  did  not  take  him  lone  to 
say  that  it  was  not  a  proper  construction  of  the  statute.  Mr. 
•  Schwartz's  views  show  that  it  was  not  a  proper  construction  of  the 
statute,  and  when  Mr.  Hoyt  saw  the  Attorney-General  about  it  and 
explained  the  situation  to  nim — explained  the  points  of  law — it  did 
not  take  him  long  to  see  that  it  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  stat- 
utes. And,  as  I  say,  if  he  did  that  I  think  he  is  incompetent^  if  that 
was  his  legal  opinion.  On  the  other  hand,  if  he  acted  under  instruc- 
tions in  writing  that  decision,  I  think  he  also  should  not  be  permitted 
to  hold  the  position  that  he  does. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  mean  to  make  any  statement  as  to  the 
conditions  under  which  it  was  written — do  you  know? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  do  not  know,  so  you  make  no  statement  on 
that  point? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  either  one  or  the  other;  it  could  not  have  been 
any  other. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  we  understand  it.  Is  there  any  other 
matter  or  thing  with  reference  to  Mr.  Pierce  and  that  opinion  which 
jrou  say  either  shows  he  was  incompetent  or  that  he  was  amenable  to 
improper  directions? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that  you  have  now  stated  everything?  We 
understand  it.  On  the  31st  of  January  your  counsel  called  on  this 
committee  for  an  order  for  the  production  of  a  number  of  docu- 
ments and  writings  for  the  use  of  the  committee.  I  find  on  page  319 
of  the  record  that  amoUg  other  things  you  called  for  were  "all  letters 
and  other  papers  now  or  formerly  in  tne  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  office 
relating  to  tne  Cunningham  claims,  so  called,  and  particularly  all 
communications  from  and  copies  of  all  communications  to  Clarence 
Cunningham.  Also  all  the  papers  relating  to  Special  Agent  Bowman 
in  1909,  and  for  which  receipt  was  given  by  him,  including  among 
the  others  a  letter  dated  January  15, 1908,  from  the  said  Cunningham 
to  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  said  office." 

You  suggested  to  your  counsel,  did  you  not,  to  call  for  those 
papers? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Another  important  feature  that  I  think 
showed  Mr.  Ballinger  to  be  unfit  to  hold  the  office  that  he  does — I 
stated  in  outlining  the  various  facts  that  I  think  show  him  to  be 
unfit  and  unfaithful  to  the  people  in  this  matter  that  I  would  perhaps 
overlook  some  of  them. 

Now,  I  think  of  another  thing  that  makes  me  think  he  is  unfit.  It 
is  this:  The  register  and  receiver  of  the  Juneau  land  office  had  refused 
to  allow  certain  cold  declaratory  statements  because  within  the  time 
allowed  them  from  the  date  of  withdrawal  by  President  Eoosevelt, 
November  12,  1906,  they  were  allowed  about  fifteen  months — I  do 
not  know  the  exact  time,  but  it  was  over  a  year — all  locations  of  coal 
claims  were  permitted  to  be  filed  in  the  Juneau  office  within  this 
period,  provided  they  had  located  prior  to  the  date  of  the  President's 
withdrawal.  There  were  a  number  of  claimants  alleged  to  have  held 
claims  there  prior  to  November  12,  1906,  but  who  had  not  made  a 
filing  in  the  local  land  office  within  the  fifteen  months  or  so  allowed 
by  the  regulations;  and  they  offered  their  filings  after  this  period  had 
elapsed,  and  the  local  land  office  properly  rejected  and  refused  to 
allow  tnem.  They  then  appealed  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  who  was  prac- 
ticing law  in  Seattle,  and  tney  got  him  to  write  a  letter  to  the  com- 
missioner— at  least  I  do  not  Know  whether  they  got  him  to  write  the 
letter,  but  he  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  ' 
Office,  Mr.  Dennett,  and  asked  him  if  he  would  allow  these  filings  to 
be  made,  and  this  was  done. 

One  of  the  letters  among  those  called  for  explains  that,  and  it  is  a 
copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Dennett  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  and  that 
will  explain  it  really  better  than  I  can. 

Those  claims,  as  I  recall,  were  in  the  Green  group,  a  group  which 
was  represented  by  Judge  Ballinger,  and  it  draws  this  action,  draws 
inference  to  this  effect,  that  in  drawing  the  articles  of  incorporation 
and  bringing  the  entrymen  in  the  Green  group,  under  the  act  of 
May  28,  1908,  it  was  necessary  that  the  claims  should  be  in  a  certain 
length  and  a  certain  width,  and  it  might  have  been  that  when  entering 
these  companies  found  that  there  w6re  vacant  spots  in  those  tracts 
which  would  be  necessarily  filled  in,  and  that  these  people  had  been 
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secured  to  fill  in  those  missing  gaps.  Of  course,  that  is  merely  an 
instance. 

There  may  be  other  little  things  that  I  have  overlooked  to  state. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Now,  we  will  recur  to  my  question,  Mr.  Glavis, 
and  that  was  if  your  counsel  did  not  ask  for  those  letters  at  your 
instance  and  suggestion,  with  reference  to  those  letters  especially 
under  paragraph  10?    I  understood  you  to  say  they  did. 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  probably  thought  of  some,  but  I  think  I  sug- 
gested pretty  nearly  all  of  them. 

Mr.  vebtbees.  Well,  those  especially  indicated  in  paragraph  10 
I  am  asking  you  about.  They  knew  nothing  about  them  at  all  until 
you  told  them  about  them,  did  they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Read  that  number  10. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  That  is  on  page  319. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  told  them  about  those  letters. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Now,  those  letters  had  been  sent  down  from 
Juneau  to  the  register  and  receiver  at  Seattle,  had  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Hadn't  they  been  brought  down  there  by  Special 
Agent  Arthur  Bowman? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  that  is  why  I  also  suggested  that  they 
ask  for  Mr.  Bowman  to  be  subpoenaed,  because 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Now,  the  question  is,  had  they  not  been  brought 
down  there  by  Special  Agent  TJowman  on  August  10,  1909? 

Mr.  James.  What  were  you  saying  about  Mr.  Bowman? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  said  that  I  also  suggested  that  Mr.  Bowman  be 
subpoenaed  on  that  account,  because  they  had  tried  to  charge  him 
with  having  delivered  them,  or  they  tried  to  show  that  if  he  did  not 
have  them  I  had  them,  and  I  wanted  that  brought  out  fully  here 
before  the  investigating  committee. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Well,  now,  we  will  go  back  to  my  question.  I 
.asked  you  if  they  had  not  been  brought  down  from  Juneau  to  Seattle 
by  Mr.  Bowman  some  time  about  the  10th  of  August,  1909. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  in  August,  1909. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  There  were  quite  a  number  of  letters,  among 
which  were  these  that  that  paragraph  called  for;  that  is  right,  isn't  itf 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  And  they  were  brought  by  Mr.  Bowman  and  left 
in  your  office,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  iou  saw  them  there,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  saw  them  when  I  came  back  from  seeing  the  President. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  got  back  about  the  1st  of  September,  1909, 
did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  And  Mr.  Bowman  wrote  you  he  had  gone,  had 
he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  And  he  wrote  you  about  the  letters,  and  that  they 
were  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  And  then  you 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  just  vaguely  recall  that  letter. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  think  there  was  such  a  letter? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  am  sure  there  was.  He  wrote  about  in  a 
general  way  of  what  he  found  in  Juneau. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Who  was  your  successor  in  office  out  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Andrew  Christerisen. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  were  acquainted  with  him  personally? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  were  at  Seattle  at  the  time  of  your 
removal? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  about  what  time  did  he  receive  instructions 
to  take  charge  of  the  office  as  your  successor;  or,  to  be  specific,  was 
it  not  on  the  16th  of  September  that  he  received  instructions  to 
take  charge  of  the  field  division  of  which  you  were  chief? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  either  the  16th  or  the  17th.  The 
telegram  stated  that  he  was  to  give  me  receipts  for  the  records  in 
my  possession. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  16th  and  the  17th  were  spent  in  preparing 
receipts? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  the  19th,  and  then  we  were  not  through, 
and  there  were  quite  a  number  of  papers  that  I  wanted  specifically 
listed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  were  discharged  on  the  18th? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  not  finished  my  answer. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Go  ahead. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Ihe  day  that  my  dismissal  took  place,  it  was  Satur- 
day, and  we  had  not  finished  listing  those  papers,'  and  of  course  the 
less  important  papers,  such  as  affidavits  and  reports  and  miscellaneous 
letters  and  all  that  I  did  not  attach  any  importance  to,  we  could  not 
list  specifically. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  suggest  that  all  these 
details  of  this  matter  should  not  go  into  this  record.  He  has  asked 
a  specific  question,  as  to  when  this  was  done. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  If  the  question  is  read  you  will  see  that  he  asked 
a  question  to  which  the  answer  was  and  could  not  be  otherwise  than 
an  explanation.     May  he  read  the  question? 

Senator  Sutherland.  Now  the  witness  is  going  into  a  lot  of  detail 
as  to  why  he  did  and  why  he  did  not  do  certain  things,  and  why  he 
did  not  inquire  into  something,  and  it  occurs  to  me  that  it  is  a  waste 
of  the  time  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  James.  He  has  made  an  inquiry  of  the  witness  as  to  certain 
documents  that  were  brought  from  the  Juneau  land  office. 

Senator  Sutherland.  He  asked  him  if  certain  things  can  be  done. 

Mr.  James.  I  understand  that,  but  the  witness  can  also  answer  and 
state  what  papers  he  got  receipts  for  from  this  land  office. 

Mr.  Graham.  The  question  assumes  something  that  was  not 
exactly  so — that  the  16th  and  17th  were  devoted  to  the  taking  of 
receipts.  That  is  only  partially  true,  as  the  witness  has  explained. 
So  as  to  the  18th  ana  19th,  and  he  went  on  to  tell  what  time  was 
occupied  in  that  way.  I  do  not  know  what  it  would  lead  to.  The 
fault  was  in  the  assumption  of  the  question  that  the  two  days  were 
taken  in  the  matter  of  the  receipts. 

Senator  Sutherland.  He  had  already  stated  that  tw>  days  were 
devoted  to  it,  and  said  what  he  had  to  say  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  many  days  were  occupied  in  taking  receipts 
nd  delivering  the  papers? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  want  me  to  finish  my  answer? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  thought  that  you  were  answering  a  great  deal 
more  than  the  question.  It  is  for  the  committee  to  determine,  of 
course. 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  worked,  I  think  it  was  on  the  17th  and  18th,  I 
do  not  recall  the  dates  now,  but  my  daily  reports  will  show  whether 
we  started  on  the  16th;  but  at  the  time  I  left  the  service — that  is,  the 
time  my  dismissal  took  place — we  had  not  completed  the  listing  of 
all  the  papers,  and  especially  some  papers  which  I  wanted  listed 
fully,  showing  that  they  actually  existed  m  the  files  of  the  land  office, 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  were  dismissed  when,  on  the  18th? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Either,  the  18th  or  19th;  I  have  forgotten  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  stated  to  the  committee  that  whether  it 
was  the  18th  or  19th,  you  had  not  completed  the  listing  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.    Do  you  want  me  to  explain? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No,  I  do  not,  yet.  I  will  give  you  a  chance  to 
explain  later.  It  came  about,  did  it  not,  that  finally,  and  by  the  19th 
or  20th,  or  somewhere  along  there,  that  the  thing  was  assumed  to  be 
concluded,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  not  assumed  to  be  concluded  until  it  was 
concluded. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  concluded? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  because  we  had  not  finished  listing  those 
more  important  papers  at  the  time  my  service  ended. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  finish  listing  them  and  turning  them  over 
at  some  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  but  I  want  to  explain  now  how  that  was.  The 
last  day  that  I  was  in  the  service,  in  the  afternoon,  I  had  not  com- 
pleted the  listing  of  those  papers,  so  I  told  Mr.  Christenson  that  I  had 
some  of  the  important  papers  that  I  did  not  want  to  turn  over  to  him 
until  I  had  received  a  receipt  for  them,  because  they  were  the  only 
papers  I  had  to  justify  me;  that  is,  some  of  the  papers  covered  more 
or  less  important  instructions,  and  all  that  justified  me  in  taking  the 
action  I  aid  in  going  to  the  President,  and  I  intended  that  I  should 
have  definite  receipt  that  such  papers  existed,  so  that  afterwards 
nothing  could  ever  be  said  to  the  effect  that  they  did  not  exist.  He 
wanted  me  to  turn  them  over  to  him,  and  I  told  him  I  would  not  turn 
them  over  to  him  but  would  give  them  to  the  special  agent,  Spaulding, 
and  that  I  would  dictate  them  that  night  to  him  and  let  him  list  them, 
and  if  he  would  agree,  to  let  him  write  them  up  alone,  and  Christenson 
agreed  to  that. 

That  night  I  dictated  most  of  those  papers — I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  all  of  them  or  not — but  I  believe  I  did  dictate  all  of  them  to 
Spaulding.  Sunday  morning  was  the  next  day  and  Spaulding  went 
up  to  get  his  typewriter  and  write  them  up;  that  is,  lie  went  home 
because  I  had  asked  Spaulding  not  to  take  the  papers  down  to  the 
office  because  I  felt  they  were  trying  to  do  some  mean  and  treacherous 
thing  and  I  did  not  want  to  take  anv  chances  with  them.  He  went 
to  the  office,  but  they  would  not  let  Kim  take  his  machine  out  of  the 
office,  and  also  took  his  stenographer's  notebook  from  him  containing 
the  list  of  those  documents.  Afterwards  Christensen  came  to  me — 
he  wrote  me  a  letter,  in  fact — demanding  the  return  of  the  papers  and 
I  saw  him  that  afternoon  and  he  said  that  he  had  consulted  the 
United  States  attorney — he  said  that  in  his  letter — and  that  unless 
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I  returned  the  papers  by  9  o'clock  Monday  morning  that  he  would 
bring  criminal  and  civil  action,  and  I  told  him  then  that  I  would 
have  the  papers  there  by  9  o'clock  Monday  morning — he  would  not 
let  Spaulding  write  them  up — but  I  would  Have  them  there;  so  I  went 
and  got  a  stenographer  and  another  man  to  help  me  in  it  to  make 
extracts  and  make  copies,  and  they  certified  to  them  that  those 
papers  existed  and  Monday  morning  at  9  o'clock  they  were  completed, 
and  I  delivered  the  papers  that  I  had  to  Mr.  Christensen  at  his  office. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Well 

Mr.  Glavis.  One  moment  until  I  finish  my  answer.  I  might  add 
that  when  he  prepared  the  receipt  for  those  papers  that  he  omitted 
making  a  list  of  those  important  documents  that  he  had  agreed  to 
include  in  his  receipt. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Who  is  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Christenson. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Were  they  added  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir :  they  were  not  added. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  as  I  understand  you,  whatever  may  have 
transpired  previously,  on  the  20th  or  on  one  day,  the  19th  of  Septem- 
ber, Mr.  Christenson  demanded  of  you  the  production  and  delivery 
to  him  of  all  the  papers  that  you  had  in  your  hands  as  chief;  he 
demanded  them  as  successor,  threatening  you  that  if  you  did  not 
deliver  them  he  would  proceed  against  you  Doth  civilly  and  criminally? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  Sunday,  either  the  19th  or  20th;  but 
it  was  a  Sunday  right  near  the  19th  of  September. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  it  is  not  true  that  on  tHe  19th  of  September, 
1909,  Mr.  Christenson,  the  chief  of  that  field  division,  wrote  you  a 
letter  in  which  he  said  that  if  the  papers  are  not  in  this  office  by  9 
a.  m.  September  20,  1909,  the  matter  will  be  presented  to  the  United 
States  attorney  for  proper  action  with  a  view  to  protecting  the 
interests  of  the  Government,  both  civilly  and  criminally? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  letter  I  referred  to. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  received  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  he  hand  it  to  you  or  send  it  by  mail? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  sent  it  by  an  agent,  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  he  have  a  personal  interview  with  you  also  at 
the  hotel? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  after  that.  He  might  have  handed  it  to 
me  himself,  but  it  was  either  him  or  his  agent. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  might  have  done  it.  At  any  rate,  you  remem- 
ber that  he  had  a  personal  interview  after  making  this  demand  and 
the  threat  to  proceed  against  you  both  civilly  and  criminally? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  in  response  to  that  did  you  deliver  the  papers 
that  you  had  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  delivered  them  to  him  by  the  time  he  specified  in 
that  letter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  All  of  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  All  the  papers  that  you  had? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  All  that  had  been  received  from  the  Juneau  office 
that  had  ever  come  to  you? 

Mr.GiAvis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  And  all  that  had  been  brought  down  by  Mr.  Bow- 
man in  this  satchel  that  was  left  at  your  office,  that  you  know  of? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  had  no  others  at  that  time  belonging  to 
the  Government  and  none  of  that  correspondence  that  was  in  your 
office,  or  that  had  been  brought  d<?wn? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  a  lot  of  those  papers  that  Bowman  had  had — 
no,  sir;  they  were  sent  afterwards;  that  is  right. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  next  day,  September  20,  Mr. 
Christensen  did  not  write  you  this  letter: 

Department  op  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Oppice, 
Seattle,  Wash.,  September  20, 1909. 
Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavis, 

Lincoln  Hotel,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Sir:  In  the  list  of  letters  received  by  Special  Agent  Arthur  R.  Bowman  from  the 
land  office  at  Juneau,  Alaska,  the  following  letters  are  missing: 


12-31-06.  Wendell  McLaughlin. 
&-24-07.  Archie  W.  Shields. 
11-8-07.  A.  N.  Wheatley. 
12-23-07.  W.  S.  Yearaley. 
5-9-08,  Clarence  Cunningham. 
3-19-08.  Clarence  Cunningham. 
4-3-08.  Frank  Watson. 
3-14-08.  Clarence  Cunningham. 
1-7-08.  Arthur  D.  Jones. 
1-15-08.  Clarence     Cunningham 

gram). 
12-23-08.  R.  A.  Ballinger. 
4-23-08.  M.  A.  Green. 


(tele- 


8-3-07.  Thos.  Payne. 
9-26-07.  Clarence  Cunningham. 
12-11-07.  Clarence  Cunningham. 
6-3-08.  James  D.  Finch. 
3-10-08.  Clarence  Cunningham. 
5-23-08.  Wm.  Sulzer. 
4-13-08.  Clarence  Cunningham. 
3-12-08.  H.  R.  Harriman. 
1-9-08.  Clarence      Cunningham 

gram). 
1-4-08.  A.  N.  Wheatley. 
4-19-09.  Walter  M.  French. 
1-17-09.  M.  A.  Green. 


(tele- 


I  respectfully  request  that  you  advise  me,  if  possible,  what  disposition  was  made 
of  them  and  where  they  can  be  found. 

Very  respectfullv,  A.  Christensen, 

Chief  o/ Field  Division. 

Did  you  receive  then  that  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  got  a  letter  that  sounded  like  that,  calling 
for  some  of  those  papers. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Are  they  not  the  letters  which  were  brought  down 
by  Special  Agent  Arthur  Bowman  from  the  Juneau  office  to  that 
office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  some  of  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  do  not  mean  all  of  them;  they  were  all  these 
letters — part  of  them.  Have  you  ever  seen  these  letters  that  are 
herein  referred  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  saw  the  one  of  January  15,  1908,  I  think. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  put  in  a  copy  of  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  submitted  a  copy  of  that  to  the  President. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  ever  see  the  others? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  see  all  of  those  letters.  I  went  through  some 
of  them,  but  did  not  have  time  to  go  over  them  all. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  question  is,  Did  you  ever  see  these  letters  or 
any  of  these  letters  that  I  have  called  your  attention  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  saw  some  of  them;  I  do  not  remember  specifically, 
though,  whether  I  saw  all  of  them.     I  could  identify  those  that  I  saw. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Which  of  these  have  you  seen? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Have  you  a  list  there  that  I  can  refer  to? 

The  Chairman.  I  would  suggest  to  counsel  that  he  call  them  off 
n  their  order. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  show  him  the  list  that  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Just  call  them  over  again. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  [indicating]  is  a  letter  that  I  read  to  you 
dated  Seattle,  Wash.,  September  20. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember  the  first  one  on  the  list — 12-31-06, 
Wendell  McLaughlin.  I  do  not  recall  that  now.  In  fact,  I  could  not 
identify  it  without  knowing  the  synopsis.  I  could  not  identify  them 
by  the  date  and  the  name  merely  unless  I  knew  the  contents  of  some 
or  them.  I  went  through  those  that  Bowman  brought  back  from 
Juneau;  I  went  through  them,  but  went  through  them  hurridly, 
and  read  those  that  I  could.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  read  them  all 
or  not.     I  can  not  identify  them  in  that  way. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  one  of  the  Juneau  letters? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir;  those  are  the  letters  written 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  the  one  that  you  are  looking  at. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  is  the  one  dated  September  20,  1909,  from 
Andrew  Christensen.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter.  As  to  this  statement, 
"1-15-08  Clarence  Cunningham,  telegram,"  I  do  not  remember  the 
telegram,  but  think  that  was  a  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  is  the  date  of  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  probably  a  mistake.     It  is  1-15-08. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  January  15? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  There  is  a  letter  of  January  15  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  you  whether  or  not  it  is  true  that  on 
September  20  Mr.  Christensen  called  on  you  to  deliver  to  him  as  your 
successor  the  letters  and  documents  that  are  listed  here  in  this  letter 
as  those  which  had  been  received  through  special  agent  Arthur 
Bowman  from  the  land  office  at  Juneau  and  whicn  had  been  and  were 
in  your  possession? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  not  in  my  possession. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Ihey  had  been,  had  they  not? 
•   Mr.  Glavis.  They  had  been,  as  chief  of  the  field  division. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  lhat  is  what  I  am  asking. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  they  were  not  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.    They  were  not  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  had  become  of  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  there  in  the  chief  of  the  field  division's 
office — all  except,  as  I  recall,  one  letter.  I  am  not  sure  whether  that 
was  in  the  office  of  the  chief  of  the  field  division  or  whether  that  was 
among  the  letters  and  documents  that  I  considered  important,  and 
that  would  be  the  letter  of  January  15, 1908,  to  Clarence  Cunningham 
at  the  Juneau  office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  this  not  true,  that  in  response  to  this  letter  you 
went  immediately  to  Mr.  Christensen  and  told  him  that  you  did  not 
have  those  letters  and  did  not  know  where  they  were? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recall  my  telling  him  that.  If  I  saw  him 
after  that  I  no  doubt  told  him,  because  I  did  not  have  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  did  not  have  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  did  not  know  where  they  were* 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  in  his  office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  know  where  those  letters  were? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  in  his  office. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  know  that  they  were  in  the  office  of  the  chief  of  the 
field  division,  or  were  when  I  was  there  as  chief  of  the  field  division. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  mean  by  "  office"  under  his  possession 
and  custody  and  control  with  the  records? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  say  now  to  the  committee  that  when  you 
made  that  report  to  him  you  knew  where  they  were,  or  at  least 
where  they  should  be? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  know  that  they  were  there  when  I  was  there.  That 
is  where  they  should  be. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  you 
know  that  they  were  not  in  your  custody  or  control,  or  under  your 
control,  or  in  your  possession? 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  I  made  that  statement  to  him  then,  they  were  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees*.  I  am  not  asking  that;  I  am  asking  now,  Mr.  Glavis, 
not  what  you  stated  to  him,  but  to  state  to  this  committee  now 
whether  or  not  when  you  responded  to  that  call  these  letters  were 
or  were  not  in  your  possession  or  in  your  custody  or  your  control. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  they  were,  but  as  to  whether  they  were 
among  that  list  of  papers  that  I  took  out — because  I  wanted  him  to 
list  them — I  could  not  tell. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  return  those  that  you  took  out? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  every  one  of  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  A  while  ago  you  stated  that  you  knew  they  were 
in  the  office  of  the  chief. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  think  they  were;  but  to  be  absolutely  sure  I 
would  rather  have  it  this  other  way,  because  I  had  a  lot  of  papers  that 
I  dictated  to  Spaulding — there  was  quite  a  bundle  of  them — and  I  am 
not  sure  whether  or  not  I  am  right  at  this  time;  I  am  not  sure  defi- 
nitely whether  or  not  they  were  among  those  papers,  but  if,  as  you  say. 
I  told  Christensen  in  reply  to  that  that  I  did  not  have  them,  I  did 
not  have  them,  because  I  did  not  make  any  misstatement  to  him. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  have  not  asked  you  about  that  part  of  it 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  asked  me  about  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  did  ask  you  about  it,  and  I  am  going  to  ask  you 
again  about  it,  because  it  is  a  proper  question.  Air.  Christensen 
demanded  the  specific  return  of  those  papers,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.   i  es,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  what  did  you  tell  him  when  he  made  that 
demand  with  reference  to  these  particular  24  papers  named? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  do  not  remember  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir,  as  to  these  specific  papers;  but  I  do  remember 
this  conversation  with  Mr.  Christensen,  and  it  was  in  the  presence 
of  P.  C.  Richardson,  in  the  Lincoln  Hotel,  in  Seattle,  with  reference  to 
the  return  of  the  papers,  but  he  did  not  specify  in  that  conversation 
these  specific  papers,  I  am  sure,  because  it  was  a  general  conversation. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  ISow,  let  us  get  back  to  it.  You  do  remember 
this,  that  the  day  before  he  had  demanded  all  the  papers  which  you 
had  had,  and  he  said  to  you  that  if  you  did  not  return  that  by  9 
O'clock  he  would  proceed  against  you  both  civilly  and  criminally. 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  that  letter  was  written — I  want  to  answer  that  if 
that  letter  was  written  Monday,  then  I  did  not  have  any  of  the  papers, 
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but  I  would  like  to  look  at  a  calendar,  because  my  mind  is  not  very 
clear  on  the  date.  1  thought  that  was  Sunday.  I  turned  over  all 
the  papers  I  had  Monday  morning. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  letter  saying  that  he  would  proceed  against 
you  civilly  and  criminally  is  dated  September  19,  1909,  Mr.  Glavis, 
and  it  says  if  the  documents  are  not  in  his  office  by  9.30  a.  m.  Sep- 
tember 20,  1909,  he  would  proceed  against  you  both  civilly  and 
criminally. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  there  any  objection  to  complying 
with  the  request  of  Mr.  Glavis  that  he  be  permitted  to  look  at  the 
calendar  in  order  to  see  whether  the  26th  was  Monday  or  Sunday! 

I  would  like  to  show  the  witness  a  calendar  [handing  the  witness  a 
calendar]. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  can  answer  all  right  now.    Monday  was  the  20th. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  we  understand  it.  It  was  on  the  19th 
when  he  demanded  the  papers  which  you  had  and  threatened  crimi- 
nal prosecution  if  they  were  not  delivered? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  response  to  that,  you  did  return  to  him  the 
papers? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir  •  on  Monday  morning. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  By  tne  time  stated? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  the  20th  he  wrote  you  another  letter,  that  those 
twenty-four  were  missing,  and  he  wanted  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  when  he  wrote  that  letter — I  do  not  remember 
replying  to  him,  but  I  did  not  have  any  of  those. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  did  not  have  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  were  not  in  your  possession  nor  under  your 
control  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  had  no  idea  of  where  they  were? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  an  idea  where  they  were. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Where  were  they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  his  own  office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  so  far  as  you  were  concerned,  while  your  idea 
was  that  they  were  in  his  office,  you  knew  that  they  were  not  in 
yours — you  did  not  have  them  and  they  were  not  under  your  control 
or  custody  or  possession  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  I  show  you  a  copy  of  Collier's, 
dated  December  4, 1909,  which  has  an  article  m  it,  on  page  16,  entitled 

II  Achilles  and  his  rage. — Mr.  Ballinger's  replies  thus  far  to  the  criti- 
cisms of  him  and  his  department.,, 

In  that  article  it  is  stated: 

On  March  14, 1908,  or  within  ten  days  from  the  time  when  Ballinger  left  the  Land 
Office,  we  find  on  the  records  a  letter  of  Clarence  Cunningham  to  the  register  and 
receiver  at  Juneau,  Alaska,  which  indicates  that  Judge  Ballinger  had  already  become 
counsel  for  the  Cunninghams.  It  speaks  first  of  the  projected  railroad,  and  then  con- 
cludes: 

" 1  have  no  further  information  relating  to  our  patents,  but  will  have  the  matter  up 
with  Judge  Ballinger  within  a  few  dayB  and  will  endeavor  to  get  some  information 
about  our  titles. 

"With  kindest  regards,  I  am,  yours  truly, 

"Clarence  Cunningham." 
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Is  that  not  one  of  these  letters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  is. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  call  your  attention  to  another  copy  of  Collier's 
dated  December  18,  1909,  on  page  8  of  which  is  an  article  entitled 
11 Can  this  be  whitewashed  also?"  and  among  other  things  in  that 
article  I  find  this: 

On  January  7,  1909,  less  than  sixty  days  before  Ballinger  became  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  M.  A.  Green,  who  represents  another  Alaska  coal  syndicate,  wrote  to  John  W. 
Dudley,  register  of  tne  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  office: 

'•  1  submitted  this  scrip  to  Judge  Ballinger  as  my  lawyer,  and  he  has  approved  the 
same  saying  it  was  regular  in  every  way,  so  I  bought  it  and  paid  for  it,  and  am  sending 
it  forward  to  you  at  this  time. " 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  sure  that  was  one  of  these.     I  remem- 
ber that. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  You  remember  that. 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  in  the  same  paper  there  is  the  following: 

John  Ballinger,  a  nephew  of  Achilles,  now  represents  these  interests.  Under  date 
of  April  19, 1909 — six  weeks  after  Ballinger  took  the  oath  of  office  as  Secretary  of  the 
Interior— Walter  M.  French,  of  the  law  firm  of  Allen  &  French  of  Seattle,  wrote  John 
W.  Dudley,  register  of  the  Juneau  land  office: 

"Mr.  Harriman,  whom  I  represent,  has  on  several  occasions  taken  the  matter  of 
sale  up  with  Judge  Ballinger,  whose  firm  represented  the  purchasers,  and  with  Mr. 
Hart  line,  and  the  parties  have  at  all  times  seemed  to  be  in  perfect  accord. " 

Was  that  not  another  one — an  extract  from  one? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  recollect  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  that  one. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Don't  you  know  where  Collier  got  those  letters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  furnish  them  to  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  absolutely  did  not  furnish  him  with  those 
letters. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  furnish  him  copies  of  the  whole  letters 
of  which  these  are  extracts? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  in  the  post-office  building  in  Seattle,  in 
the  grand-jury  room,  did  you  not  leave  some  boxes  there  in  which  you 
had  effects  of  your  own? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  bearskins  and  camping  outfit,  and  I  had  a 
lot  of  boxes. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  they  nailed  up  or  locked  up? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  were  nailed — some  of  them  were  boxed 
up,  I  think,  and  I  asked  Kennedy — Special  Agent  Kennedy — I  went 
on  to  New  York  without  bothering  with  them — and  I  asked  him  to 
pack  them  up  for  me  and  get  them  out  of  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  ask  permission  to  leave  them  there, 
though;  did  you  not  keep  the  key  of  that  room  for  awhile  after  you 
left  yourself,  having  them  locked  up  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  mean  after  I  left  the  service? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  before  you  left  Seattle. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Before  we  left  the  service  they  let  us  use  that;  some  of 
the  boys  put  some  of  their  camping  outfit  in  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees:  You  did  too;  and  you  carried  the  key  to  it,  did  you 
not? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  I  had  a  key,  or  some  of  the  others 
had  a  key. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  had  a  key? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know.  But  that  is  of  minor  importance.  I 
do  not  recall  whether  I  carried  the  key  or  left  it  in  the  office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  the  matter  of  the  importance  of  it;  I 
am  on  the  fact  of  whether  you  did  or  not. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  merely  meant  that  it  did  not  stamp  itself  on  mj 
memoir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean  that  you  do  not  recollect? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  whether  you 
had  a  key  and  were  keeping  boxes  of  things  there 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  remember  keeping  the  things,  and  I  remember  that 
we  got  the  custodian's  permission  for  it,  and  some  of  the  other  boys 
kept  their  things  there  also. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  did  you  see  these  letters  which  you  say  you 
did  see? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Those  [indicating]? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir;  these  original  letters. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  saw  these  within  a  week  or  so  after  I  returned  from 
Beverly.  When  I  first  got  back  my  clerk  called  my  attention  to  this 
little  satchel  of  papers,  and  I  remember  looking  through  them.  There 
were  quite  a  lot  of  papers  there — nearly  a  whole  satchel  full — and  I 
looked  through  some  of  those  later.     I  went  through  them  later  on. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  you  did  see  them  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  was  between  August  10  and  September  18 
when  you  left  the  service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  it  was  after  I  returned  from  Beverly. 
It  was  later  than  that;  it  was  between  August  25, 1  would  say,  or  22, 
to  September  19. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  you  did  have  them  in  your  possession? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  say  you  returned  them.  Did  you  say 
that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recall  ever  taking  them  out  of  there.  I  do 
not  think  they  were  among  those  papers  that  I  did  take  out  the  Satur- 
day I  left  the  service  and  were  returned  Monday,  September  20,  but 
I  am  not  sure  as  to  that.  I  know  they  were  not  all  of  them.  That 
one  I  submitted  to  the  President  probably  because  I  deemed  that  of 
importance  in  case  they  should  claim  that  no  such  letter  existed. 
That  is  what  I  wanted  that  for. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  is  this  not  the  truth  about  that 
matter,  that  you  did  not  return  those  letters — those  24  letters — but 
you  kept  them;  you  concealed  them  in  that  box  of  yours  in  that 
grand  jury  room;  that  you  took  copies  of  them  and  furnished  Col- 
lier's copies  of  them,  and  that  on  the  8th  of  this  month  the  officers 
out  there  broke  into  your  box  and  found  the  original  letters  right 
there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  I  ask  you  if  these  are  not  the  letters;  if  at 
the  very  time,  January  31,  you  were  not  demanding  of  this  com- 
mittee an  order  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  produce  those 
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letters,  and  if  they  were  not  concealed  and  fastened  up  in  your  box; 
that  you  had  placed  them  in  Seattle  in  that  box  in  the  grand  jury 
room? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  such  a  statement  that  I  put  them  there  and 
they  afterwards  found  them  is  absolutely  false.  It  would  be  a 
u  frame  up."  and  it  is  too  ridiculous  to  imagine.  They  did  not  hurt 
me;  they  nurt  Mr.  Ballinger.  They  did  not  hurt  me.  I  wanted 
the  people  to  know  about  them.  That  is  why  I  called  for  them.  If 
I  wanted  to  conceal  those  papers  it  is  too  ridiculous  to  be  believed 
that  I  would  leave  them  in  the  federal  building  in  a  box  where  the 
government  officials  could  get  hold  of  them  at  any  time  they  wanted. 
They  had  access  to  those  boxes.  If  I  had  wanted  those  papers  I 
would  have  taken  them  with  me;  I  would  not  have  left  them  right 
under  the  eyes  of  the  government  officials.  It  makes  me  rather 
indignant  to  think  that  government  officials,  in  the  belief  that  they 
would  further  themselves  in  the  eyes  of  their  superiors,  would  stoop 
to  such  a  thing,  if  such  a  thing  were  true.     [Applause.] 

The  Chairman.  Order  must  be  preserved  in  this  room.  If  that 
demonstration  is  repeated  we  will  have  to  clear  the  room. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  not  know,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  on  February  1 
Mr.  Christensen  reported  to  the  department  that  he  had  made  diligent 
search  for  those  papers  everywhere  and  could  not  find  them,  and  on 
the  10th  they  reported  that  they  had  searched  through  this  box  of 
yours  and  had  found  them  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  mean  whether  I  know  that  he  did  that  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  this  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Can  you  state  how  Collier's  Weekly  during  this 
time  got  copies  of  those  letters  from  which  they  published  extracts  iji 
order  to  reflect  upon  Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  can  not  explain  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  from  my  personal  knowledge.  I  can  give 
you  what  I  heard. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  take  copies  of  all  those  letters,  and  in 
those  letters  that  were  found  in  your  box  were  there  not  two  carbon 
copies  of  every  letter  taken  by  you,  and  did  you  not  work  until  6 
o'clock  in  the  morning  to  do  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  made  a  copy,  as  I  testified  in  my  direct 
examination,  of  a  lot  of  papers,  and  probably  some  of  those,  which  I 
sent  to  the  Forestry  Service. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  asking  you  about  those  identical  24  letters 
that  this  list  called  for,  and  especially  on  that  you  reported  that 
you  did  not  have. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  have  them  on  September  20. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Are  those  the  letters  that  we  have  been  talking 
about  [indicating  letters]  ? 

Mr.  Glavis  (after  examining  letters).  I  do  not  see  that  letter  of 
January  15,  1908,  here.  That  was  one  of  the  letters  called  for. 
That  is  one  that  we  have  already  filed  a  copy  of  in  the  record — not  the 
original.    May  I  ask  you  a  question,  Mr.  Vertrees? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Was  that  letter  of  January  15,  1908,  among  the 
papers — among  those  letters  that  was  found? 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  These  are  all  the  letters  that  were  sent  to  us,  and 
just  as  they  came — excepting  the  copies  of  them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Was  the  one  of  January  15  there? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No,  sir;  I  will  report  to  you  what  he  says  about  it* 
You  delivered  that  back  to  them — that  letter  of  the  15th. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  accused  Mr.  Bowman  of  stealing  it,  and 
after  making  an  affidavit  that  he  had  stolen  it,  I  think  Special  Agent 
Stoner  found  it  among  the  files  and  told  them  that  he  had  seen  it, 
and  five  minutes  afterwards  they  made  a  search  and  found  that  letter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  found  that  letter  though  in  the  files? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  in  the  office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Those  are  the  letters  which  were  found  in  your  box. 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  said  a  while  ago  that  among  all  the  papers  that 
you  called  on  me  for  was  the  one  he  had  found  in  the  box. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  see  now  what  vour  mind  is  driving  at.  The 
letter  of  the  15th,  which  you  speak  of,  and  of  which  you  have  already 
given  in  a  copy,  was  returned,  and  if  I  remember  correctly  that 
bore  marks  of  having  been  to  the  Forestry  Office.  I  would  ask  in  this 
connection,  if  the  chairman  will  allow  me,  to  read  this 

The  Chairman.  It  seems  to  me  that  he  has  not  answered  your 
last  question.  You  showed  him  these  letters  and  asked  him  a  ques- 
tion about  them,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  he  has  answered  your 
question. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  have  the  report  made  with  reference  to  these 
letters,  and  I  would  like  in  this  connection  to  read  them,  because  I 
wish  to  file  them  with  the  letters  and  will  ask  a  subpoena,  of  course, 
for  the  two  men  who  found  them. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  think  it  would  explain  the  matter  for  me  to  read 
report  on  these  letters  which  have  been  sent  in. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Is  that  a  sworn  statement? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No,  sir;  it  is  an  official  statement  and  signed 
officially. 

The  Chairman.  The  witness  has  not  answered  your  last  question 
in  reference  to  this  letter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Are  these  the  letters  referred  to  in  the  letter  of 
September  20,  calling  on  you  for  24  certain  letters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  like  to  check  them  up  first  before  answering 
that  definitely.  There  is  one,  as  I  have  stated,  that  is  not  among 
them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Here  is  one  lying  over  here.  You  laid  it  back 
there. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  lay  it  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  was  inadvertently  not  handed  to  you.  I  found 
it  here  in  the  files. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  not  the  one  I  referred  to.  The  one  I  referred 
to  is  a  letter  of  January  15,  1908,  but  to  save  delay  I  will  say  that 
these,  as  they  look  to  me,  I  identify  them,  or  some  of  them,  as  being 
among  those  that  Mr.  Bowman  had  brought  back  from  Juneau. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  the  question  as  I  understand  it.  Were 
these  particular  letters  in  your  possession,  as  I  understand  the 
question? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  think  he  has  already  said  that  these  letters  were; 
he  said  they  were  after  he  got  back  from  where  he  had  been  between 
the  26th  of  August  and 
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(The  question  was  read  by  the  reporter,  as  follows:) 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Are  these  the  letters  we  have  been  talking  about? 

Mr.  Glavis.  1  will  say  that  these  are  amongst  the  letters  that  we 
are  talking  about.  Whether  they  are  the  letters  that  came,  that  were 
brought  down  by  Special  Agent  Bowman  from  Juneau  land  office,  I 
would  not  like  to  state  that  they  are  the  same  as  in  that  list,  unless 
Mr.  Vertrees  states  that  he  has  checked  them  up  and  that  they  are  the 
same,  and  I  will  take  his  word  for  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Before  we  get  to  that,  I  wish,  Mr.  Chairman,  to 
present  these  letters  and  make  them  part  of  the  record,  together  with 
the  accompanying  official  report  of  the  agent,  Mr.  Christiansen,  the 
chief  of  the  field  service  at  Seattle,  and  I  desire  to  read  these  reports. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well,  you  may  go  ahead.     You  may  proceed. 

Senator  Purcell.  Is  Mr.  Christiansen  here? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No,  sir;  but  I  want  to  explain  how  we  get  them, 
and  why  we  get  them,  and  why  we  introduce  them. 

Mr.  James.  I  hardly  think  it  would  be  proper  to  put  in  the  record 
the  report  of  this  agent  until  it  is  identified  by  some  official  of  the 
Government. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  nut  them  in  without  identification  before. 

Mr.  James.  I  understood  Mr.  Pepper,  on  Saturday,  that  he  wanted 
to  put  in  some  letters  from  Messrs.  Price  and  Shaw  to  the  President, 
which  he  claimed  were  official  documents,  and  I  think  it  was  the 
conclusion  of  the  committee  that  they  could  not  be  put  in  until  they 
were  identified  by  some  official. 

The  Chairman.  They  were  put  in  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a 
continuation,  or  to  ascertain  whether  Mr.  Price  and  Mr.  Shaw  were 
needed  here  for  further  examination. 

Mr.  James.  I  know,  but  I  thought  that  the  objection  that  was 
ureed  against  them  at  that  time  was  that  no  one  identified  them  as 
official  documents,  and  that  therefore  no  document  ought  to  be 
introduced  pretending  to  be  official  until  identified. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  not  adopted  that  rule  so  far  in  this 
proceeding. 

Senator  Fletcher.  The  opinion  was  that  the  witness  should  be 
on  the  stand  and  testify.  Now,  it  is  proposed  to  offer  here  a  paper 
from  an  agent  out  in  California  making  certain  statements  about 
certain  things  that  have  been  told  to  him  as  to  how  these  letters 
were  found,  and  he  is  not  here  to  testify  with  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  Madison.  Are  these  papers  offered  as  evidence  or  merely  as  a 
basis  of  asking  questions  of  the  witness? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Both.  I  will  read  this  part  which  is  not  a  state- 
ment of  any  fact  with  reference  to  this  particular  letter.  Mr.  Chris- 
tensen  writes  under  date  of  February  3,  1910,  from  Portland,  Oreg., 
transmitting  certain  copies  of  things.  It  is  addressed  to  H.  H. 
Schwartz 

Mr.  Graham.  I  submit,  if  the  chairman  please,  that  this  should  not 
become  a  part  of  the  record  of  this  case.  The  committee  might  hear 
it,  but  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  go  into  the  record. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  under  tne  rule  under  which  we  have  been 
heretofore  acting;  with  relation  to  the  admission  of  documents  that  in 
respect  of  the  offer  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Glavis  we  never  asked  for  veri- 
fication in  any  of  the  cases,  and  we  ought  not  to  adopt  that  rule  now. 
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Mr.  Graham.  They  came  direct  from  the  department,  and  that  in 
itself  identifies  them;  they  were  evidence  furnished  by  the  depart- 
ment, in  a  sense  against  the  department's  interest,  and  I  think 

Mr.  Olmsted.  They  were  simply  produced  by  Mr.  Brandeis,  not  by 
the  department. 

Mr.  Graham.  They  were  in  the  custody  of  the  department,  but 
this  comes  to  us  already  under  somewhat  a  cloud  of  suspicion.  The 
only  evidence  we  have  about  it  is  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Glayis 
on  oath  a  short  time  ago  which  tends  to  throw  a  cloud  of  suspicion 
over  it. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  a  report  from  government  officials,  and  we 
have  had  many  reports  in  the  record  from  government  officials  that 
have  not  been  verified  as  yet.  This  is  exactly  in  the  same  position 
as  many  other  government  reports  that  have  been  put  in.  Or  course, 
if  the  document  is  admitted  in  evidence,  it  must  be  followed  by  other 
evidence,  as  all  documents  must  be,  but  we  are  simply  adhering  to  the 
same  rule  and  allowing  the  same  latitude  as  we  have  heretofore. 
When  the  testimony  was  put  in  by  Mr.  Brandeis,  we  did  not  ask  tho 
verification  of  any  of  the  documents. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  should  say  that  I  do  not  see  how  we  could  consider 
it  in  reaching  a  conclusion,  as  it  is  now,  unless  it  is  to  be  confirmed  in 
some  way  later  on. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course,  that  is  the  question  the  committee  will 
have  to  consider  in  the  case,  what  the  value  is  of  any  particular  evi- 
dence. We  have  let  other  similar  evidence  in  before  in  this  case,  and 
when  we  come  to  consider  the  case  it  will  be  for  the  committee  to 
say — each  member — how  much  credit  thev  will  give  to  that  testimony. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  suppose  it  can  be  solved  by  Mr.  Vertrees's  statement 
that  Christensen  will  probably  be  here  m  person. 

1  he  Chairman.  I  presume'he  will  follow  it  up. 

Senator  Fletcher.  lhe  same  objection  applies  to  this  as  it  did  the 
other  day.  I  have  no  objection  to  this  going  in,  but  the  point  was 
made  the  other  day  that  these  letters  could  not  be  offered  in  evidence 
because  the  witness  was  going  to  be  put  on  the  stand,  and  that  same 
objection  applies  in  this  instance. 

Mr.  James.  If  the  chairman  will  bear  with  me,  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Vertrees  the  other  day  when  this  question  was  up  about  the  ad- 
mission of  the  statement  prepared  by  Mr.  Pepper  for  Messrs.  Price 
and  Shaw  was: 

But  I  do  wish  to  object  to  the  notion  that  there  can  be  presented  to  this  committee 
any  sworn  or  unsworn  statements.  If  there  be  any  document**  of  any  character,  any 
official  documents,  that  the  committee  wants,  it  is  eminently  proper,  as  it  seems  to 
us,  that  the  committee  should  send  for  them.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  there  be  any 
person  who  wishes  to  inject  here  mere  statements  of  his  own  it  should  not  be  some 
sort  of  an  ex  parte  communication,  but  he  should  present  himself  as  a  witness  to  be 
examined  ana  cross-examined  here. 

Now,  it  looks  to  me  that  if  this  gentleman  who  wrote  that  letter 
knows  these  facts  he  ought  to  be  here  to  be  cross-examined  and  then 
let  them  be  put  in.  I  insist  that  it  ought  not  to  be  introduced  at  this 
time.  I  do  not  doubt  the  good  faith  of  the  attorney;  I  concede  it; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  if  this  witness  can  be  brought  here  he  ought 
to  be  brought  here. 

Mr.  Madison.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  this  matter  be  taken  into 
consideration  by  the  committee  to  be  disposed  of,  together  with  the 
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Price  and  Shaw  letter.    The  character  of  the  evidence  is  similar,  and 
the  two  ought  to  be  determined  together. 

Mr.  Denby.  Before  that  motion  is  put,  may  I  ask  Mr.  Vertrees  a 
question?  Does  this  purport  to  be  a  letter  from  this  man  to  his  offi- 
cial superior  at  the  General  Land  Office  or  the  Interior  Department? 

Itfr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir.  I  was  about  to  explain,  but  was  not  per- 
mitted to. 

Mr.  Denby.  Then  I  suggest  that  it  comes  to  us  by  demand  of  the 
department,  and  therefore  is  an  official  paper  having  the  same  sane* 
tion  as  all  the  other  papers  submitted  by  Mr.  Brandeis. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  would  like  to  make  this  statement:  This  com- 
mittee made  a  demand  upon  the  Secretary  for  all  papers  and  docu- 
ments, and  therefore  this  telegram  went*  to  this  officer  at  Seattle, 
which  telegram  he  sets  out  here  and  which  I  started  to  read. 

Senator  Root.  May  I  ask  what  the  paper  is  that  you  hold  in  your 
hand? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  the  official  report  of  Mr.  Christensen  as  to  his 
search  for  papers. 

Senator  Koot.  Is  it  the  original  document? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  From  the  files  of  the  Interior  Department? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  We  can  not  say  that  they  are  exactly  files  as  yet, 
for  the  reason  that  these  letters  just  come  in  yesterday;  but 
Mr.  Schwartz,  the  chief,  to  whom  they  were  directed,  is  here  in  the 
room,  and  he  brought  them  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  and  Mr.  Ballinger  in 
my  presence  opened  them  and  delivered  them  to  me  to  be  brought 
here. 

Senator  Root.  That  is,  they  came  from  official  custody? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Absolutely;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  Directed  to  whom? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Addressed  to  the  Hon.  H.  H.  Schwartz,  Chief  of  the 
Field  Service.  Washington,  D.  C.  It  was  in  response  to  his  order  to 
make  a  search  for  certain  papers. 

Senator  Root.  And  signed  by  whom? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Christensen,  Chief  of  the  Field  Division. 

Mr.  Madison.  But  that  letter  is  not  one  that  was  called  for  by 
anyone. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  it  explains  why.    He  sent  a  whole  lot  of  others. 

Senator  Flint.  It  is  a  letter  submitting  all  of  the  letters  called  for 
in  the  subpoena. 

Mr.  Madison.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  that  my  motion  be  put.  I 
have  a  right  to  have  that  motion  put,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  now  before  the  committee  is  whether 
this  should  be  read  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  made  a  motion,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this  matter  be 
postponed  and  considered  together  with  the  other  proposition.  Will 
my  motion  be  entertained  ? 

(The  chairman  put  the  question.) 

Mr.  Denby.  What  is  the  motion? 

Mr.  Madison.  I  move  that  the  consideration  of  the  question  of  the 
admissibility  of  this  evidence  be  postponed  and  determined  together 
with  the  oner  made  by  Mr.  Pepper  in  behalf  of  Messrs.  Price  and 
Shaw,  and  that  the  two  be  considered  together. 
24991— vol  1—10 34 
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Senator  Root.  The  proposition  has  been  made  that  the  matter  with 
respect  to  Price  and  Shaw  be  not  considered  for  the  present,  but  that 
it  go  over.  Now,  then,  I  suppose  Mr.  Vertrees  wants  this  deter- 
mined in  order  to  continue  his  cross-examination. 

Mr.  Madison.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  is  not  offering  them  as  a  part 
of  his  examination.     He  is  offering  them  as  original  testimony. 

Senator  Root.  He  says  he  wants  to  offer  it  in  order  to  follow  it  with 
some  other  examination. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Let  me  ask  a  question  of  Mr.  Vertrees.  Are  these 
letters  which  you  have  handed  to  Mr.  Glavis  a  part  of  the  letters 
which  Mr.  Brandeis  has  called  upon  the  department  to  produce  before 
this  committee? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir;  and  the  witness  has  admitted  that. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  And  the  letter  which  you  propose  to  read  is  that 
letter  with  which  these  letters  were  transmitted? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  are  also  offering  to  introduce  at  the  same  time 
a  report  of  Mr.  Christensen. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  1  hat  is  a  letter — the  report  from  Mr.  Christensen. 

Mr.  Madison.  With  regard  to  searching  for  these  letters? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  has  made  two. 

Mr.  Madison.  Let  me  get  this  straight.  I  want  to  be  fair  about 
the  matter.     If  it  is  proper  and  fair  we  want  it  to  go  in. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  February  3  he  makes  a  report  in  which  he  seta 
forth  the  order  on  him  that  has  gone  forward  and  stating  his  attempt 
to  comply  with  that,  and  what  he  could  not  find,  but  on  February  8 
he  reports  this  subsequent  action  of  his  searching  in  these  boxes  of  the 
witness,  and  there  he  did  find  them,  and  he  transmitted  them. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  understand  that;  and  you  want  to  have  him 
brought  here? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  surely  do. 

Mr.  Madison.  For  the  purpose  of  testifying  as  to  his  search? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  in  advance  you  want  to  prove  the  same  thing 
that  you  want  to  prove  by  the  witness  later  on? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No,  sir;  as  explanatory  of  why  I  want  to  offer 
these  letters 

Mr.  Madison.  It  resolves  itself  down  to  the  fact  of  whether  this 
testimony  shall  be  received  here  in  advance  of  the  testimony  of  the 
witness. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  understand  the  condition  of 
this  case.  Mr.  Brandeis  called  for  certain  documents  and  letters, 
among  which  are  these  documents  and  letters  involved  in  this  matter. 
Fault  was  found  because  the  department  was  not  rapid  enough  in 
getting  these  documents;  they  searched  but  could  not  find  them,  and 
they  finally  found  them  in  a  box  at  Seattle.  The  department  here 
called  on  Mr.  Christensen  out  there  and  he  found  the  documents,  and 
those  letters  were  transmitted.  Now,  that  is  the  statement  of  the 
case  as  the  Chair  understands  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No;  as  is  alleged;  not  as  is  proved,  but  as  is 
alleged. 

The  CnAiRMAN.  I  will  submit  the  motion  of  Mr.  Madison  to  the 
committee.    Will  you  please  state  it  again? 

Mr.  James.  Just  one  moment.  These  letters  have  been  called  for 
by  Messrs.  Brandeis  and  Cotton,  as  attorneys  for  Mr.  Glavis,  and  if 
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they  oome  to  us  in  the  way  of  official  documents,  ought  they  not  to 
have  been  delivered  to  the  chairman  of  this  committee  instead  of 
Mr.  Ballinger,  and  Mr.  Ballinger  to  his  attorney,  and  then  by  the 
attorney  to  the  committee'*  All  the  rest  of  these  official  communica- 
tions have  been  delivered  to  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  the  chairman  of 
our  committee.  Now,  it  appears  that  these  letters  have  £one  a 
different  route  altogether;  they  come  to  us  under  different  circum- 
stances when  they  have  been  demanded  by  the  attorneys  on  the 
other  side.  I  insist  that  this  communication  at  least  ought  not  to  be 
permitted  at  this  time  to  go  into  the  record. 

Senator  Root.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  suggest  that  this  is  a  matter  which 
should  be  properly  considered  in  executive  session.  Mr.  Vertrees  can 
go  on  with  his  examination  on  some  other  line  without  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  would  like,  now  that  we  have  possession  of  those 
letters,  that  thev  be  delivered  to  the  committee,  and  be  retained  in 
the  possession  of  the  clerk  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  have  been  doing  my  best  to  deliver  them  to  the 
clerk  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  had  ample  time  to  do  it  before  this,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, on  his  own  statement.  We  object  to  the  position  taken,  which 
appears  to  be  the  position  here  that  no  document  can  go  to  this  com- 
mittee until  it  first  goes  through  various  hands  to  Secretary  Ballimrer, 
and  then  have  him  pass  on  the  question  whether  the  committee  shall 
have  it  and  whether  we  shall  have  it. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  attitude  of  this  committee, 
and  it  is  not  right  to  state  that  in  that  way. 

Senator  Root.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  proper  statement  to  make. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  beg  pardon,  if  the  committee  so  regards  my  state- 
ment, but  I  say  that  is  just  the  position  that  we  are  put  in  here. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  At  your  request,  we  have  called  on  Mr.  Ballinger 
to  produce  these  documents.  What  is  the  objection  to  his  producing 
them? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  has  not  been  done.  I  understood  that  this  doc- 
ument would  be  produced  and  furnished,  to  this  committee  as  soon 
as  it  was  possible.  I  have  found  fault  because  they  were  not  pro- 
duced when  we  had  reason  to  believe  that  the  same  was  possible, 
and  I  do  protest  now.  It  appears  right  here  that  these  documents, 
among  others,  could  have  been  produced,  and  apparently  they  are 
submitted 

Senator  Sutherland.  Mr.  Brandeis,  let  me  understand  you. 
Whether  your  method  of  producing  these  papers  is  a  proper  method 
or  an  improper  method,  I  do  not  understand  that  you  mean  to  say 
that  the  committee  has  had  anything  to  do  with  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  consider  that  the  committee  has  done  its  utmost  to 
secure  the  production  of  the  papers.  I  have  found  fault  from  time 
to  time  about  papers  not  being  produced,  because  I  understood  that 
the  very  explicit  directions  given  by  the  chairman  of  this  committee 
had  not  been  complied  with.     Now,  we  say  that  here  are  certain 

fapers  which  are  among  those  which  we  have  asked  for,  and  all  that 
said  in  the  first  instance  was  that  these  papers,  now  that  they  have 
been  produced,  should  be  put  into  the  possession  of  the  clerk  of  the 
committee,  so  I  might  have  the  opportunity  to  examine  them,  as  I 
have  under  the  order  issued  by  the  committee.  That  is  all  I  meant 
to  say,  and  if  I  have  said  anything  that  transgressed  proprieties  I 
did  not  intend  to  do  so. 
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Mr.  Madison.  My  suggestion  is  practically  the  same  as  Senator 
Root's,  and  that  is  that  the  matter  t>e  disposed  of,  together  with  the 
other  matter  which  this  morning  we  postponed,  and  we  ought  to 
postpone  this  matter  because  it  is  of  the  same  character  of  evidence. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  would  like  to  say  one  word 

Mr.  McCall.  I  understood  that  the  action  taken  this  morning  on 
the  other  matter  was  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  counsel  in  the  case; 
is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  McCall.  We  followed  the  suggestion  made  by  counsel.     Now 
here  comes  up  another  proposition,  it  seems  to  me,  and  I  think  we 
should  pass  on  this  proposition,  as  suggested  by  Senator  Root,  in 
executive  session. 

The  Chairman.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Madison,  that  you  put  your  propo- 
sition in  the  formof  whether  he  shall  read  these  letters  or  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  May  I  be  allowed  one  suggestion,  and  that  is  as  to 
the  production  of  these  papers.  It  has  been  stated  here  that  effort 
was  made  to  have  the  papers  produced  and  that  there  was  ground  of 
complaint  because  of  the  tardiness  in  producing  them.  Now  the 
letters  were  presented — certainly  these  fetters  are  presented  now — 
and  along  with  them  are  the  official  statements  of  explanation  as  to 
why  they  were  not  produced  before.  It  seems  to  me,  in  view  of  that 
complaint  and  that  criticism,  that  it  is  eminently  proper  that  the 
reports  that  come  in  from  a  great  distance,  the  official  reports,  ex- 
plaining why  they  could  not  be  produced  earlier  and  their  explana- 
tion of  why  they  are  enabled  to  produce  them  now — that  we  have  a 
right  and  shoula  be  permitted  to  present  those  explanations. 

One  word  further.  These  papers  were  not  produced  before  because 
they  only  came  yesterday,  which  was  Sunday,  and  it  was  then  that 
they  were  opened  and  it  was  found  out  what  they  were,  and  they 
were  handed  by  the  Secretary  to  me,  and  I  brought  them  here  to 

1>resent  them.  Of  course,  he  could  have  done  it  and  delivered  that 
etter,  which  was  his  official  report  which  these  people  have  sent, 
which  would  have  got  to  the  committee  the  same  way,  and  that  is 
naturally  what  he  would  have  done. 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  that  a  report  coming  in 
this  way,  and  at  this  time,  does  not  stand  on  the  same  plane  as  those 
reports  and  communications  that  were  made  prior  to  the  beginning 
of  this  controversy.  This  report  was  made,  and  the  events  which 
led  to  it  after  the  controversy  begun,  and  there  is  a  very  clear  line 
of  demarcation  between  statements  made  and  papers  written  before 
the  commencement  of  a  suit  and  after  it.  Now,  without  impugning 
anybody's  credit  or  motive  or  honor,  it  seems  to  me  that  a  statement 
of  this  sort  prepared  possibly  with  a  purpose  and  for  an  occasion, 
ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  go  into  this  record  as  evidence  unsup- 
ported b}r  anybody's  sworn  statement. 

Senator  Purcell.  It  is  self-serving. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  suggest  that  Mr.  Vertrees 
had  better  proceed  on  some  other  line,  and  let  us  take  this  matter  up 
in  our  executive  meeting  to-morrow  morning. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Madison,  do  you  insist  on  your  motion? 

Mr.  Madison.  No;  with  that  understanding.  That  is  the  effect 
of  my  motion — that  this  matter  go  over  to  be  considered  just  the 
same  as  the  other.     That  entirely  satisfies  me,  and  I  think  it  is  the 
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proper  way  to  dispose  of  it — take  it  up  as  we  do  the  other  matter.  I 
know  that  they  are  two  different  questions,  but  the  effect  of  the  evi- 
dence is  similar.  I  am  not  insisting  that  it  should  be  at  the  same 
time ;  certainly  not. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vertrees  will  be  kind  enough  to  comply  with 
the  wishes  of  the  committee,  and  if  possible  take  up  some  other  line 
of  examination  and  let  this  matter  go  over  for  the  present. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  desired  to  do  was  to  lay  this  before  the 
committee,  so  that  it  could  have  it  under  consideration. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  file  the  papers  with  the  clerk  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  would  like  to  file  them  with  a  statement,  if  I  may 
be  permitted  to  make  a  statement.  I  wish  it  to  go  into  the  record, 
ana  the  statement  is  that  I  here  offer  certain  documents  and  papers 
without  stating  what  they  are  except  in  a  descriptive  way. 

The  Chairman.  You  want  that  to  appear  in  the  proceedings? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  can  see  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  now  offer  a  letter  with  accompanying  exhibit  of 
A.  Christensen,  chief  of  the  field  division,  dated  Seattle,  February  1, 
1910,  addressed  to  Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz,  chief  of  the  field  service, 
Washington,  D.  C  I  also  offer  another,  with  accompanying  docu- 
ment, dated  February  3,  1910,  from  the  same  person,  Mr.  A.  Christen- 
sen, chief  of  the  field  division,  written  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  and 
addressed  to  Hon.  H.  H.  Schwartz,  chief  of  the  field  service,  Wash- 
ington. I  also  offer  a  telegram  from  him  dated  February  8,  1910, 
addressed  to  Schwartz,  General  Land  Office,  in  cipher,  with  the  trans- 
lation, and  also  a  letter  of  February  8,  from  Mr.  Christensen  to  Mr. 
H.  H.  Schwartz,  chief  of  the  field  service,  being  his  report,  and  with 
that  the  letters  referred  to  and  also  two  carbon  copies  of  each  letter 
referred  to,  all  of  which  I  desire  to  state  were  received  on  yesterday  by 
Secretary  Ballinger,  opened  on  yesterday,  being  Sunday,  and  deliv- 
ered to  me,  and  I  now  file  them  with  the  committee  with  a  view  of 
bringing  up  the  question  of  having  them  presented  later. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask,  Mr.  Brandeis,  have  you  any  objection 
to  Mr.  Vertrees's  leaving  them  with  the  committee,  or  do  you  want  me 
to  send  them  back  to  the  Secretary? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  very  much  desire  to  leave  them  with  the  com- 
mittee now. 

The  Chairman.  So  you  will  not  require  them  to  be  sent  back  to  the 
Secretary? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  request  for  papers  that  I  made  was  that  I  hoped 
the  committee  would  get  the  papers  wherever  they  are,  and  that  it 
was  immaterial  from  what  source  they  came. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  they  will  be  considered  as  filed. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  will  not  insist  that  both  the  original  and  the 
two  carbon  copies  be  printed  in  the  record? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  merely  submitting  what  came  to  me.  I  will 
leave  them  to  the  committee  to  deal  with  them,  but  certainly  I  shall 
not  insist  on  printing  all  of  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  suppose  they  ought  to  be  identified  in  some  way, 
ought  they  not? 

Senator  Fletcher.  They  can  be  identified  by  descriptions  and 
dates. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  add  that  the  letters  are  all  these  referred  to — 
the  original  themselves  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Christensen,  December  20, 
1909,  addressed  to  Mr.  Glavis,  except  the  letter  of  January  15  from 
Mr.  Clarence  Cunningham. 

Does  the  committee  instruct  that  I  shall  proceed? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  said  you  did  not  know  where  the 
Collier's  newspaper  got  the  letters  from  which  they  purported  to  print 
extracts  in  December,  1909,  I  believe? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Have  you  any  information  on  that  point? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  got  my  own  belief  or  supposition. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  do  not  ask  you  for  that.  I  ask  you  if  you  have 
onv  information  on  the  subject? 

Air.  Glavis.  No,  sir,  I  have  no  definite  information. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  know  that  they  appeared,  do  you  not,  before 
we  brought  it  to  your  attention  here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  read  Colliers  article,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  saw  these  extracts  m  those  papers  did  you 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  when  they  were  printed  I  was  out  West. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  saw  them,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  I  have  read  pretty  nearly  all  of 
Collier's  articles. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  saw  these,  and  read  these,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir,  I  read  this  one  [indicating]. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  recognize  them  when  you  read  them  as 
those  mentioned,  and  as  some  of  those  mentioned  and  described  in 
Christensen's  letter  of  the  20th  of  September  to  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  did? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  yet  you  do  not  know  where  he  got  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  where  he  got  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  make  any  inquiry  of  anybody  to  ascer- 
tain? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  give  a  copy  of  that  letter 
referred  to  to  anybody  else  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Ihe  letter  that  Clarence  Cunningham  wrote  about 
Secretary  Ballinger? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  sent  a  copy  of  the  letter  to  the  Forestry 
Service. 

The  Chairman.  To  anybody  else? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir — oh,  I  sent  one  to  the  President,  a  copy  of  it  to 
the  President,  and  I  think  those  that  are  quoted  here  are  copies  of 
letters  that  I  have  submitted  to  the  Forestry  Service. 

Mr.  Graham.  What  was  that  answer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  some  of  these  other  letters  copied  here 
are  copies  of  letters  that  I  sent  to  the  Forestry  Service. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  you  say  you  think,  you  mean  by  that  that 
is  your  best  recollection? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  not  sure  that  a  copy  was  made  of  every 
one  of  those  letters,  but  I  know  I  made  a  copy  of  quite  a  number. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  At  what  time  did  you  make  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  along  in  September,  between  the  1st  and  when 
I  quit  the  service.  Possibly  it  might  have  been  the  latter  part  of 
August. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  before  or  after  you  were  notified  that  you 
would  leave  the  service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  before. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  copy  everything  out  there  in  the  Juneau 
office  that  you  thought  would  be  what  you  would  need  or  use? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  Seattle  office,  you  mean? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  copies  of  everything  made  long  before  this,  with 
the  exception  of  these  particular  letters. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  did  you  first 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  stenographer  got  all  of  my 
answer. 

(The  stenographer  read  as  follows:) 

I  had  copies  of  everything  made  long  before  this,  with  the  exception  of  these  particu- 
lar letters. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  when  did  you  begin  to  take  copies  to  furnish 
to  the  Forestry  Bureau  first? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  copies  that  I  had,  that  were  made,  were  not  made 
for  that  purpose  at  first. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  did  you  begin  to  furnish  them  with  copies? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  sent  the  Forestry  Service — I  am  not  sure,  but  I 
think  when  the  district  law  officer  of  the  Forestry  Service  came  up  to 
Seattle  in  July,  1909 — I  think  I  gave  him  some  copies  of  reports  or 
affidavits,  but  I  am  not  sure  about  that.  He  can  recall  it  better  than 
I  can,  but  the  bulk  of  the  copies  of  the  records  that  I  sent  to  the 
Forestry  Service  was  with  my  letter  of  September,  1909.  I  sent 
them  a  big  bundle  of  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  that  the  first  time  you  began  to  send  them  to  the 
Forestry  Office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  think  I  gave  that  district  law  officer  from 
Portland,  Pierce — he  is  here  now — some  copies  in  July,  1909,  but  I 
am  not  sure  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  point  I  am  getting  at  is  that  you  had  not  been 
in  the  habit  previous  to  this  of  sending  duplicates  to  the  Forest  Office, 
had  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  had  helped  give  them  copies  before.  I  had  never 
sent  them  direct  before  to  the  Forest  Service,  but  I  had  let  them  make 
copies  of  reports  or  affidavits  down  in  Portland;  I  do  not  know  how 
many  times. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  the  question  of  what  you  permitted 
them  to  do.     I  am  asking  what  you  did  as  chief 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  what  I  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  One  moment — whether  you  as  chief  were  reporting 
to  that  office  as  well  as  to  your  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No, sir;  it  was  not  reporting,  but  we  were  cooperating. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  you  sending  copies  of  the  reports  wnich  you 
made  from  your  office  to  that  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  while  it  was  perfectly  proper,  according  to 
our  understanding  of  March  2  between  Secretary  Garfield  and  Secre- 
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tary  Wilson,  still  it  was  rather  unusual  and  irregular,  but  I  took  that 
precaution  which  I  believed  would  aid  in  preventing  the  Alaska  coal 
rhiinis  from  being  patented.     That  was  my  real  reason  for  doing  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  you  as  to  your  reason,  but  as  to  the 
time  when. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  along  in  September  when  I  sent  the  bulk  of 
them.  I  never  sent  any  until  after  I  returned  from  seeing  the  Presi- 
dent, and  then  I  think  I  sent  a  few  copies,  but  I  do  not  know  which 
ones  they  were. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  think  I  understand  you ;  that  is  to  say,  you 
did  not  send  any  to  that  oflice — that  is,  the  Forest  Office — until  after 
you  toent  to  see  the  President  about  these  matters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  you  mean  the  Forest  Oflice  in  Washington, 
D.  CJ 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  correct,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  The  copy  of  that  report  that  I  made  to  the 
President,  I  let  Shaw  take.  That  was  about  two  or  three  davs  before 
I  saw  the  President.  I  let  him  take  that  at  Chicago,  I  think,  or  sent 
it  to  him  from  New  York;  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  understand  what  I  am  inquiring  about? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  understand.     I  want  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  did  not  ask  you  what  you  said  to  the  President. 
I  am  asking  you  about  your  course. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Sent  to  the  President? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  did  not  say  "sent."  I  am  not  asking  you  what 
you  reported  to  the  President. 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  I  am  not  giving  it  to  you  either. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  are  giving  me  a  great  deal  but  what  I  want, 
and  it  is  a  very  simple  question,  and  that  is  whether  you  were  in  the 
habit  of  sending  the  duplicates  of  the  original  to  the  Forestry  Service — 
you  as  chief  of  the  field  division  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  did  not  usuallv  do  it,  but  I  had  done  it  a  number 
of  times  before.     I  sent  the  Alaska  coal  cases 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  not  exceptional  and  for  some  special 
purpose  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  further  safeguard- 
ing Alaska  coal  lands  from  going  into  fraudulent  entries. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  did  you  send  your  first  copy  of  the  original 
to  the  Forestry  office  for  the  purpose  or  safeguarding  the  Alaska  coal 
lands,  and  what  was  the  nature  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember  the  first  paper  I  sent,  no,  sir;  I 
think  it  was  the  President's  report — that  is,  to  Mr.  Shaw;  that  was 
the  first  one. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  was  the  first? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  was  when  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  some  time  in  August,  about — my  report  to 
the  President  was  dated  August  10. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  11th,  I  think. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  was  around  August  10. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that  was  the  first? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  As  far  as  I  can  recollect,  unless  I  gave  Mr.  Pierce,  the 
law  officer  of  the  Forest  Service,  some  of  the  papers  in  July,  when 
we  examined  the  Cunningham  records  up  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  no  recollection  of  having  done  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  have  not.  I  do  not  recall  doing  it,  but  I 
am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Lfet  us  pass  to  something  else.  I  want  to  ask  you 
about  that  Watson  Allen  case.  In  your  original  examination  you 
made  the  statement  that  Mr.  Ballinger's  name  was  eliminated  or 
suppressed  from  the  record  by  stipulation,  if  I  remember  correctly? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  said  that  that  information  was  given  me  by  Mr.  P.  C. 
Sullivan,  but  I  did  not  have  any  direct  knowledge  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  you  not  out  there  when  the  case  was  tried? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  there  during  the  taking  of  some  of  the  testi- 
mony, but  not  very  much  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  you  not  present  when  old  man  Allen's  depo- 
sition was  taken? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Before  the  referee  in  the  trial  of  this  case? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  not  when  he  went  on  the  stand.  I  was  present 
when  he  made  his  statement  before  Mr.  Hoyt  and  myself. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  when  you  said  that  was  suppressed,  when  you 
gave  vour  opinion  about  that,  you  knew  nothing  of  it  of  your  own 
Knowledge? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  the  name  was  changed  in  the  record? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  merely  had  knowledge,  and  my  direct  tes- 
timony should  show,  and  I  think  it  does,  that  Richardson  told  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  Mr.  Richardson  told  you  that  and 
that  is  all  you  know  about  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  not  Mr.  Richardson  also  tell  you  that  it  was 
at  Mr.  Hoyt's  suggestion? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  did  not  Mr.  Hoyt  confer  with  you  about  it  at 
the  time,  and  was  it  not  on  your  suggestion  and  his? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  remember.  I  have  been  thinking  about  that, 
but  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  might  have  been  done,  might  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  If  Mr.  Hoyt  recalls  its  having  been  done,  I 
was  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  not  a  question  of  that.  It  is  a  question  of 
what  you  recall. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recall  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  question  that  as  a  correct  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  it  would  not  be  unusual;  and  if  Mr.  Hoyt  states 
it  is  so,  if  he  remembers  it 

Mr.  Vertrees.  To  refreshyour  recollection,  if  I  can  by  question, 
is  not  this  what  happened :  TTiat  Mr.  Ballinger  had  been  made  Com- 
missioner of  the  Land  Office  when  this  evidence  was  being  taken  and 
you  had  been  working  up  the  cases  and  Mr.  Hoyt  was  there  attending 
to  it,  and  that  Mr.  Hoyt  suggested  himself,  and  of  his  motion,  that  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  it  was  mentioned  here  that  Mr.  Ballinger  had 
been  an  attorney  representing  some  of  these  people,  and  was  now  a 
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public  officer,  that  it  would  serve  no  good  or  useful  purpose  to  specify 
his  name;  that  it  would  be  well  enough  to  substitute  the  word 
"attorney." 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  is  it  not  a  fact  that  no  such  thing  was  ever  done, 
and  that  the  original  record  shows  in  ten  or  fifteen  places  that  Mr. 
linger  was  the  counsel? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  not  seen  that  record  since  it  has  been  in  Wash- 
ington. I  understand  it  has  been  here  about  a  week,  but  T  have  not 
seen  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  do  not  know  what  the  record  shows? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Therefore  you  did  not  examine  it  at  all,  either  the 
original  or  that,  to  see  whether  your  information  from  Mr.  Richardson 
was  correct  as  to  its  being  cut  out? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  mean  to  make  the  impression  that  it  was 
done  at  the  instance  or  suggestion  of  Commissioner  Ballinger  or  any- 
one in  his  interest? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Or  that  he  kftew  anything  about  it,  or  had  ever 
heard  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  In  testifying  about  it,  I  merely  wanted,  as  I 
thought  it  had  been  omitted  from  the  Watson  Allen  testimony  in 
the  record — his  name  was  mentioned  in  this  statement  which  Mr. 
Iloyt  and  I  secured — I  wanted  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  it  before  they  secured  the  record  and  found  this  discrepancy 
existing.    That  was  my  object  in  calling  it  to  their  attention. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  intimating 
in  any  way,  as  I  understood  you,  that  either  Mr.  Ballinger  or  anyone 
for  him  as  his  representative,  had  suggested  any  such  thing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  came  as  a  suggestion  from  somebody  in  the  case,, 
you  were  informed,  and  that  is  all  you  know  about  it?  Is  that 
right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  informed  by  Mr.  Richardson  that  the  change 
had  been  made,  and  that  is  practically  all  that  I  know  about  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  ever  read  those  depositions  in  that  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir/ 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  know  what  Mr.  Allen  stated,  or  the  Wilson 
women  in  their  depositions  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  heard  one  of  the  Wilson  girls  testifv. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  seen  fit  to  mention  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Ballinger  had  acted  as  attorney.  Do  you  not  know  that  these  are  the 
facts  in  that  matter,  that  he  was  not  in  office,  and  that  Mr.  Allen 
desired  to  buy  two  pieces  of  land  that  had  been  patented  to  those 
two  young  women,  and  that  they  came  to  Mr.  Ballinger's  office  for 
deeds  to  be  drawn  and  deeds  were  drawn  and  checks  given  for  the 
money,  and  that  they  were  left  in  that  office  in  escrow  for  some  reason 
of  their  own?     Do  you  not  know  that  to  be  the  fact? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  This  is  my  understanding  of  the  facts:  I  tes-> 
tified  that  Mr.  Ballinger  was  not  commissioner  when  he  attended  to 
this  matter,  but  that  Watson  Allen  had  been  interested,  or  became 
interested,  in  the  purchase  of  these  coal  claims,  and  that  he  went  to 
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the  commissioner  and  that  the  commissioner  drew  up  two  deeds  of 
the  claims  that  were  patented,  or  were  in  the  course  of  being  patented, 
which  was  perfectly  proper. 

.  Senator  Flint.  Who  do  you  mean  by  saying  "when  he"  went  to 
the  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  mean  Mr.  Ballinger,  and  he  was  not  holding  a  public 
office  at  that  time,  and  that  Watson  Allen  said  he  would  not  become 
interested,  would  not  purchase  the  two  claims  unless  he  could  secure 
the  entire  tract,  which  is  about  a  thousand  acres,  and  then  an  escrow 
agreement  was  also  prepared  by  Mr.  Ballinger  in  which  the  remaining 
claims;  in  which  the  titles  had  not  been  perfected,  would  be  also 
delivered  to  Mr.  Watson  Allen  when  they  had  secured  their  titles. 
That  was  my  understanding. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  But  you  had  no  knowledge  of  the  matter  of  your 
own,  had  you? 

Mi4.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  I  heard  Watson  Allen  make  that  state- 
ment, or  a  statement  in  substance  the  same,  before  Mr.  Hoyt  and 
myself. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Do  you  not  know  that  Watson  Allen  testified  in  the 
case  that  there  was  no  escrow  agreement  drawn  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  And  that  the  deeds  were  drawn  but  that  there  wa9 
no  contract  drawn,  and  that  the  only  agreement  he  had  was  one  that 
he  made  some  time  before  with  old  man  Wilson? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  read  his  statement. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  do  not  know,  then,  what  he  did  say? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  hear  him  testify,  but  I  did  hear  him 
make  this  statement,  which  was  taken  down  in  shorthand  in  Mr. 
Hoyt's  office  in  Seattle. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Did  you  read  Mr.  Clark  Wilson's  deposition  in  the 
case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  read  any  of  the  depositions  in  that 
case  at  all. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  So  without  seeing  that,  or  knowing  what  those  wit- 
nesses stated  with  reference  to  what  was  done  with  reference  to  the 
escrow  agreement,  you  have  come  here  and  stated  that  Mr.  Richard- 
son told  you  that  there  was  one. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  you  misunderstood  me.  I  stated  here  what  Wat- 
son Allen,  the  client  of  Mr.  Ballinger,  stated  was  the  case,  as  I  recall 
his  testimony. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  And  yet  you  did  not  see  Mr.  Watson  Allen's  deposi- 
tion? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  saw  his  written  statement  before  he  gave  his -testi- 
mony, but  I  did  not  see  his  deposition. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Just  in  this  connection  I  will  ask  you  about  those 
statements.  Your  business  was  to  inquire  into  what  you  call  coal- 
land  frauds,  was  it  not,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  among  the  work  that  I  was  doing. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  But  particularly,  you  were  assigned  up  there  on 
these  Alaska  matters.  Now,  as  I  understand  you,  but  one  person 
could  enter  a  claim  of,  say,  160  acres,  and  when  two  or  more  had  made 
locations,  if  they  had  any  sort  of  agreement  or  understanding  or  com- 
bination or  in  any  way  combined,  that  is  what  you  call  fraudulent, 
is  it  not  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Which  do  you  refer  to,  the  Alaska  law  or  the 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  Alaska  law. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  that  was  the  situation  in  the  Alaska  coal  cases 
in  Alaska  that  we  were  investigating.  They  were  all  independent. 
There  was  not  any  association  at  all  among  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  you  as  to  the  facts  yet;  I  am  on 
the  principle.  I  am  sneaking  of  your  investigation  of  these  fraudu- 
lent claims  which  vou  have  denominated  fraudulent.  Now,  there  are 
these  claims  which  were  the  result  of  combination,  and  they  were 
regarded  by  you  as  fraudulent,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  where  there  were  more  people  trying  to 
secure  coal  land  than  were  allowed  under  the  law. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  you  speak  of  dummy  entries.  Just  describe 
them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  word  "dummy"  never  originated  with  me,  be- 
cause it  is  very  indefinite.     What  do  you  mean  by  dummy  entry? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  asking  you.  I  see  all  through  the  record  a 
reference  to  dummy  entries,  and  you  know  what  the  people  mean  by  a 
dummy  entry.     You  have  used  the  expression. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  used  it,  but  I  do  not  want  to  answer 
to  dummy  entries;  your  idea  of  a  dummy  entry  and  mine  may  be 
cntirelv  different. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  mean  by  "dummy"  when  you  were 
talking  about  dummy  in  your  deposition? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  not  mentioned  dummy,  I  do  not  think,  except 
as  to  what  other  people  term  dummy  entries,  and  have  given  their 
construction  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  understand  them  to  mean  when  they 
were  talking  of  dummy  entries? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  they  call  a  dummy  entry  an  entry  where  a 
man  or  a  woman  had  given  somebody  a  right  to  file  on  coal  in  Alaska, 
or  anywhere  else  for  that  matter,  and  agreeing  to  give  them  the  title, 
when  they  secured  it  from  the  Government,  for  five  or  ten  dollars 
or  fifty  dollars,  something  like  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  they  would  use  somebody  else's 
name — get  somebody  else  to  do  it  when  they  were  really  the  people 
who  owned  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  had  a  certain  interest  in  them,  if  they 
were  going  to  receive  a  certain  sum  afterwards;  but  the  question  was, 
aa  to  the  sum  of  money  they  were  to  receive,  whether  it  would  restrict 
them  to  the  name  " dummies"  or  not.  That  is,  if  30  or  40  men — 
wealthy  men — were  going  in  to  consolidate  their  claims  and  each 
one  share  and  share  alike  m  the  mining  of  coal  and  a  general  working 
combination  of  that  kind — just  a  big  company 

Mr  Vertrees.  That  is  not  what  I  am  tallcing  about. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  I  am  illustrating  the  similarity. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  not  what  I  am  asking. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  I  am  illustrating  the  similarity  between  the  two. 
In  my  opinion  they  have  violated  the  law  as  much  as  the  man 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  would  be  very  glad  if  you  would  answer  my  ques- 
tion. I  did  not  ask  for  any  discourse  on  the  subject.  I  am  after 
definitions  now. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  like  a  definition  of  the  word  "dummy,"  as 
to  vour  definition  of  it. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  the  word  is  frequently  used  and  com- 
monly used  by  you  Land  Office  people,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  some  of  them  use  it;  a  lot  of  Land  Office  people 
use  it,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is 

Mr.  Madison.  I  think,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  that  word  has  a  common 
meaning  and  acceptation,  and  you  can  give  it  to  Mr.  Vertrees.  If  it 
has  more  than  one  meaning,  give  them  all. 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  we  consider — that  is,  what  in  the  Alaska  coal 
cases  they  call  dummies — some  people  call  them  dummies  where  claims 
are  taken  up  by  people  who,  after  they  have  secured  title,  are  to 
receive  from  $5  to  $100. 

Mr.  Madison.  A  merely  nominal  sum? 

Mr.  Glavis.  A  nominal  sum.    They  call  them  dummies. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  essential  idea,  Mr.  Glavis,  as  I  understand  you, 
is  that  the  men  who  really  expected  to  own  this  property  and  pay  for 
it  would  procure  somebody  else  to  locate  for  them  and  presumably  as 
their  own,  when  in  reality  it  was  the  men  behind  with  the  money.  Is 
that  the  idea? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  sometimes  the  case.  And  then  again  there 
will  be  a  man,  a  speculator,  who  will  have  a  whole  lot  of  coal 
filings  made  for  his  benefit,  for  which  he  will  pay  from  $5  to  $100, 
and  then  afterwards  sell  them  to  other  people;  locate  other  people 
on  them. * 

^  Mr.  Vertrees.  But  the  essential  idea  is  that  when  a  man,  osten- 
sibly who  is  an  entrant  or  claimant,  is  not  really  so,  that  is  whatyou 
call  a  dummy,  whether  there  is  one  man  or  twenty  behind  it?  That 
is  what  I  want  to  get  at. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  practically  so. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  is  commonly  understood  as  a  dummy, 
and  those  are  forbidden  by  that  law.  You  were  around  looking  up 
those  cases  to  see  if  there  were  any  such. 

Mr.  Glavis.  When? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Oh,  in  the  Alaska  coal  land  cases.  Consider  my 
inquiries  as  to  them  until  we  get  to  something  else. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  investigating  Alaska  coal  claims,  and  sometimes 
we  would  find  conditions  to  amount  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  seem  to  misunderstand  me.  I  have  passed 
over  that.  We  are  to  another  class  of  offenses  against  the  land  laws, 
which  I  understand  from  your  evidence  you  have  denominated  as 
fraudulent,  and  that  is  those  that  are  combinations  of  individuals 
where  it  was  not  a  dummy;  where  A,  for  example,  in  good  faith  would 
make  a  claim,  enter  a  claim  for  a  piece  of  land,  and  B  and  C  and  D 
and  a  number  of  others  do  the  same,  with  the  understanding  or  agree- 
ment that  they  would  combine  them  eventually  into  one,  either 
through  the  form  of  a  company  or  by  some  other  association — is  that 
right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  could  not  have  made  the  locations  in  good  faith 
if  they  had  that  understanding. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  not  my  question,  Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  way  you  put  the  question  it  would  be  proper  in 
one  light  and  improper  in  another.  If  they  had  made  it  in  good 
faith 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  still  do  not  understand  me.  Of  course  if  it 
was — I  am  on  this  point,  if  that  was  the  character  of  the  offense? 

Mr.  CjLavis.   i  es,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vebtbees.  That  you  stated  you  were  finding  chiefly  in  that 
country,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  And  when  you  have  explained  about  frauds  on  the 
Government  and  frauds  on  the  land  laws  and  fraudulent  claims  in  tho 
main,  is  not  that  the  kind  of  claim  that  you  have  been  talking  about? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  Alaska  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  the  majority  of  them  are  under  those  conditions. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  to  say,  the  money  would  be  paid,  or  it  was 
expected  it  would  be  paid;  there  was  no  defrauding  the  Government 
so  far  as  getting  the  land  or  anything  like  that  further  than  this,  that 
these  people,  as  you  understood  it  and  apprehended,  were  pooling 
their  issues  and  meant,  when  they  got  the  lands,  to  get  a  larger  body 
of  land  together  than  the  law  allowed,  and  in  that  way  combine  and 
associate  themselves,  when  they  were  not  authorized  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  held 
that  that  was  quite  a  fraud.     It  was  clear 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  want  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  saying  whether  it  is  a  fraud  or  not.  I  am 
saying  that  that  was  the  kind  of  fraud  you  were  principally  working 
on  for  some  years,  and  of  which  you  say  most  of  these  claims  were; 
is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  like  that  question  read. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question,  as  follows:) 

That  is  to  say  the  money  would  be  paid,  or  it  was  expected  it  would  be  paid;  there 
was  no  defrauding  the  Government  so  far  as  getting  the  land  or  anything  like  that 
further  than  this,  that  these  people,  as  you  understood  it  and  apprehended,  were  pool- 
ing their  issues  and  meant,  when  they  got  the  lands,  to  get  a  larger  body  of  land  to- 
gether than  the  law  allowed,  and  in  that  way  combine  and  associate  themselves,  when 
Ihey  were  not  authorized  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  that  is  outlined  in  a  way — the  character  of  the 
case — but  it  is  improperly  stated,  because  it  was  a  violation  of  the 
law,  and  in  your  statement  you  said  it  was  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  did  not  mean  to  assume  it  was  not.  Let  me 
make  myself  plain.  I  am  on  the  character  of  frauds  which  you  were 
investigating.  I  have  understood  you  to  say  that  they  were  princi- 
pally of  this  class  that  we  have  been  talking  about,  whether  I  have 
accurately  defined  them  or  not. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  it  was  a  class  of  a  number  of  people,  some  of 
them  were  very  wealthy  people,  who  would,  through  their  agents, 
locate  a  large  number  of  coal  claims  in  Alaska  with  the  understanding 
that  they  would — some  with  the  understanding  that  they  would — 
form  a  company  when  they  secured  title  and  operate  the  claims,  and 
others  of  them  would  have  an  operative  agreement  some  way. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  on  the  face  of  things  each  was  individual,  was 
it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  Such  a  condition  as  Judge  Hanford  stated  gave 
an  interest  to  each  person  having  that  understanding  in  each  of  the 
claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  will  ask  you  to  put  your  mind  on  my 

Suestion.     I  am  not  asking  you  as  to  the  law  of  the  matter,  but  as  to 
le  character  of  the  claims. 
Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  that  is  what  I  meant. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  If  you  will  listen  to  mQ»  The  claims  on  the  face 
of  things  would  be  apparently  the  claim  of  the  individuals,  would 
it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  so  far  as  the  records  disclose,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  meant  by  "the  face  of  things." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  the  face  of  things  an  individual  would  have 
taken  up  160  acres;  but  the  thing  which,  if  it  existed,  you  say  was  a 
fraud,  was  that  one  or  more  out  of  the  number  had  really  agreed  to 
combine,  either  in  the  form  of  a  company  or  some  other  association 
and  put  their  claims  together? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  these  were  the  frauds  you  were  working  up 
for  the  most  part? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  s^r. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now  what  I  want  to  get  at  is  the  way  you  did  that. 
Did  you  not  understand  that  that  was  not  only  fraudulent,  but  crim- 
inal, I  believe  you  said? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  could  make  a  charge  of  criminality 
on  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  As  agent  for  the  Government,  you  would  go  to 
each  one  of  these  claimants  to  get  him  to  make  a  statement  that 
would  not  only  forfeit  his  land  but  subject  him  to  some  sort  of  prose- 
cution— is  not  that  the  way  you  gathered  up  this  proof  that  you  call 
affidavits? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  many  of  those  affidavits  did  you  take  of  that 
character  in  regard  to  these  Alaska  coal  cases  while  you  were  up 
there,  you  and  your  associates  and  assistants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  During  all  my  investigations? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Beginning  m  1908,  in  reference  to  the  Alaska  coal 
investigation. 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  spring  of  1908 — you  want  the  total  number? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  would  say  about  400;  three  or  four  hundred. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Individually,  you  took  them  individually? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  no;  I  am  not  including  all  of  them 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  I  understand  you.  What  I  want  to 
get  at  is  the  way  you  did,  you  and  your  associates.  You  would  go 
to  these  men  for  the  purpose  of  getting  them  to  make  statements 
showing  in  reality  that  they  had  not  entered  this  land  as  individuals 
or  located  it  as  individuals,  but  in  combination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  approached  them  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  We  tirst  tried  to  ascertain  the  facts;  we  did 
not  judge  a  person  before  we  had  facts  to  warrant  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  not  a  question  of  getting  the  facts  through 
the  affidavits  of  these  individuals? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Affidavits  which  meant  that  they  would  lose  their 
title  and  subject  themselves  to  criminal  prosecution  if  they  told  the 
truth  about  it,  as  you  understood  the  truth  to  be? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  explain  to  any  of  them  the  effect  of  these 
statements? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  we  would  never  have  gotten  very  many  affidavits 
if  we  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  say  to  them  that  you  wanted  them 
to  do? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  told  them  I  wanted  to  get  the  facts. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  wanted  to  help  them  get  the  land? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  didn't  tell  tnem  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Or  aid  them  in  getting  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  say  before  dinner  that  that  was  part 
of  you  business — to  aid  people  in  getting  land? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  aided  a  lot  of  people. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  of  all  those  Alaska  coal  claims  did  you  report 
more  than  21  that  were  good,  according  to  your  view,  that  were  not 
fraudulent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  we  had  not  completed  the  investigation  on  all 
of  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  the  question  whether  you  completed 
the  investigation  on  all  of  them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  about  that  many;  I  do  not  know;  I 
think  it  was  about  21. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  many  had  you  rejected  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  remainder  of  them,  whatever  number  that  was; 
I  do  not  remember  the  number.  It  is  something  like — oh,  I  should 
say  seven  or  eight  hundred;  I  do  not  know  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Those  frauds  were  of  the  character  you  have  de- 
scribed, where  people  had  combined  and  associated  together? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  no;  some  of  those  were  wheife  they  were  only  to 
receive  about  a  third  interest,  and  some  of  them  were  where  they  were 
to  receive  only  about  two  or  three  hundred  dollars  if  they  got  their 
title. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  I  believe  now  I  understand  what  you  mean 
by  that.  Now,  there  is  another  thing  I  want  to  ask  you  about  just  in 
tfiis  connection.  You  stated,  did  vou  not,  that  when  this  investiga- 
tion began  that  you  had  never  known — I  mean  the  trial  of  this 
Alaska  case,  the  Cunningham  case — that  you  had  never  heard  before 
of  the  register  and  receiver  being  passed  over  and  the  matter  being 
taken  directly  to  the  commissioner;  that  you  had  always  understood 
those  controversies  were  started  with  the  register  and  receiver,  and 
that  was  not  done  in  this  case,  and  you  had  never  heard  of  such  a 
case  before? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  I  never  heard  of  anv  practice  where  the  evidence 
did  not  go  to  the  register  and  receiver  first. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  know  why  that  was  done  in  this  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  have  never  had  it  explained  to  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Mullin — that  his  son 
was  one  of  the  claimants  in  the  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  Mr.  Mullin  was  what  officer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  receiver  of  the  United  States  land  office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Dudley  was  the  register? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vebtrees.  Did  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Dudley  had  aided 
while  he  was  an  official — that  he  had  prepared  the  papers  for  the 
Cunningham  people,  and  had  been  paid  by  them  $250  for  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  and  he  had  been  paid  by  other  people  too;  but 
that  does  not  alone — there  is  nothing  that  snows  why  they  did  not 
go  before  the  land  office,  because  they  nave  had  registers  and  receivers 
disqualified,  sometimes  both  have  been  disqualified,  and  they  would 
appoint  special  agents  to  sit  in  their  places. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  They  would  appoint  special  agents,  but  in  this  case 
you  did  not  know  the  reasons  why  they  were  not  referred  to  these  two 
persons. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  and  the  information  I  had  received — I  think 
it  was  a  letter  from  the  General  Land  Office  in  June  or  July,  1909,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  the  object  of  having  them  go  before  the  land 
office  in  Juneau  was  to  save  time  and  expense. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  I  understand  that.  But  was  not  the  other  condi- 
tion, the  absolute  existing  condition,  that  Mr.  Mullin's  son  was  one 
of  the  claimants  the  reason? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  the  other  man  had  been  paid  $250,  as  the 
book  accounts  show,  which  you  had — those  were  the  facts,  were  they 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  as  to  those  two  men. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  they  were  the  register  and  receiver? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  You  were  told  the  reason  they  went  there  was  to 
save  time  and  expense? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  concede  that  the  other  was  the  real  existing 
state  of  facts,  that  they  were  the  facts? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  ves;  they  are  facts. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  you  have  stated  that  one  of  the 
things  that  you  regard  as  very  bad  was  this  opinion  of  Mr.  Pierce, 
and  you  have  stated  that  the  Attorney-General  overruled  Mr.  Pierce's 
opinion.     You  understand  it  that  way,  I  suppose? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Does  the  Attorney-General  understand  it  that 
way? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Attorney-General  intends  to 
interpret  it  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  wish  you  would  turn  to  the  statement  which 
you  all  prepared  to  submit  to  the  Attorney-General.  Mr.  Cotton, 
what  page  is  it? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Page  16,  of  Senate  Document  248. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  you  have  stated  that  this  was 
one  of  the  important  things,  as  you  regarded  it,  in  this  matter,  and 
that  it  was  prepared,  as  I  understand  it,  by  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  as  I  recollect  it,  he  dictated  the  letter  and  I 
read  it,  and  it  included  down  to  paragraph  3;  that  is  the  statement 
No.  3,  and  then  stopped.  The  next  morning  I  read  it  over  and 
added  No.  4.     That  is  about  the  only  change  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  if  the  very  statement  which 
you  and  Mr.  Schwartz  prepared  does  not  say  that,  "at  the  date  of 
the  passage  of  this  act " — that  is,  the  one  which  you  wanted  construed; 
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the  act  of  Mav  28,  1908 — " there  were  pending  in  the  various  land 
offices  in  Alaska  unprotected  coal  entries  in  which  payment  had  not 
been  made  and  cash  certificate  had  not  issued."  Now,  I  will  ask  you 
if  that  did  not  exclude  the  Cunningham  entries,  about  which  so  much 
has  been  said? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  preliminary  statement 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  what  I  want  to  know  is  this 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  the  statement  did  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Wait  a  moment — if  the  Cunningham  entries  were 
not  entries  in  which  payments  had  been  made  and  cash  certificates 
issued? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Every  one  of  the  33  ? 

Mr.  Glavis*  And  that  is  covered  by  question  No.  4,  which  1 
think 

Mr.  Vertrees.  We  will  get  down  to  No.  4.  Let  us  not  go  so  rap- 
idly. And  you  speak  of  tnem  there—"  these  entries  were  made  b\ 
persons  qualified  to  make  entry  under  the  general  coal-land  laws.*3 
What  I  wish  to  emphasize  and  get  Vour  mind  on  and  have  you  state  tc 
the  committee  is,  if  the  Cunningham  group,  all  33  of  them,  were 
t  hose  in  which  the  entries  were  perfected  ana  for  which  payment  had 
been  made  and  cash  certificates  had  issued  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  such  is  the  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Such  was  the  case  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  you  formulated  the  four  questions 
relating  to  the  character  of  cases  that  your  letter  contemplates,  and 
is  it  not  true,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  it  excludes  entries  of  the  character  of 
the  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Does  it  not  exclude  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Excludes  them? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  because  they  were  completed  entries. 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  completed.  This  question  would  not 
exclude  them — " entries  made  under  an  agreement  to  convey."  No; 
Hint  is  not  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  another  clause,  Mr. 
Glavis.  In  the  second  paragraph  is  it  not  stated  that  "application 
is  now  being  made  from  time  to  time  that  certain  of  the  entries  above 
referred  to  and  pending  on  May  28,  1908,  be  now  accepted V 

Mr.  Olmsted.  March  28,  is  it  not  ? 

The  Chairman.  It  is  May  in  the  book  here. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  March  it  should  be.  "Be  now  accepted,  cash 
price  received,  and  entries  permitted  to  go  to  patent  under  the  terms 
of  this  act."  These  are  entries  above  referred  to;  that  is  to  say, 
those  in  which  the  payment  had  not  been  made  and  the  cash  certifi- 
cate had  not  been  issued;  and  does  it  not  expressly  state  that  the 
applications  that  are  to  be  considered  are  those  of  that  character; 
that  is,  the  entries  above  referred  to  and  pending  at  the  date,  March 
28,  1908,  and  that  the  proposition  is  to  know  now  whether  those  o( 
that  class  shall  be  now  accepted  and  the  cash  price  received  and  the 
entries  permitted  to  go  to  patent  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  first  part  does. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  all  that  I  have  read,  does  it  not? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  not  that  the  substance  of  the  subject-matter 
which  was  presented  to  Mr.  Pierce — that  is,  to  take  his  opinion  on 
that — and  these  four  questions  which  you  propounded  may  have 
related  to  that  state  of  facts? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  what  was  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Schwartz 
when  he  dictated  that  letter,  but  when  I  dictated  it  or  read  it  over  I 
had  in  my  mind  all  the  Cunningham  cases,  and  to  be  doubly  sure  I 
inserted  the  last  question,  No.  4,  thinking  that  that  would  decide 
each  question  that  was  in  my  mind.  I  paid  no  attention  to  the 
substance. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  you  what  was  in  your  mind  now. 
You  have  taken  issue  with  the  other  law  officers  and  assumed  to  state 
your  opinion  of  the  law  of  the  case  upon  the  case  put.  We  are  dealing 
with  tnat,  and  the  question  is  not  what  you  say  you  understood,  but 
what  it  fairly  and  properly  should  be  understood  to  mean;  and  I  am 
now  putting  to  you  if  the  case  that  was  there  prepared,  and  prepared 
by  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz  as  officers  of  the  department — if  it  does 
not  state  just  the  character  of  case,  or  rather  the  class  of  cases,  that  I 
have  described,  and  absolutely  exclude  entrymen,  and  specifically 
the  Cunningham  cases,  or  cases  of  the  class  of  the  Cunningham 
cases? 

Mr.  Graham.  For  the  convenience  of  the  committee  I  would  sug- 
gest that  you  read  that  fourth  point  into  the  record  here. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  I  was  going  to  get  to  that,  but  I  will  read  it 
at  your  suggestion. 

Mr.  Graham.  In  studying  the  evidence  it  would  be  convenient  to 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  was  not  going  to  leave  the  question.  I  was  going 
to  fairly  exhaust  it  before  I  got  through. ' 

Now,  Mr.  Glavis.  I  will  ask  you  if  m  your  publication  in  Collier's 
with  reference  to  tnis  matter  you  did  not  say:  "Ten  days  later  the 
Attorney-General  delivered  an  opinion  on  the  question.  It  is  long, 
and  I  snail  not  quote  it.  Suffice  it  to  say  it  overruled  the  Pierce 
decision  on  every  point,  upheld  my  contention,  and  saved  the  Alaska 
coal  cases?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  you  made  that  statement,  and  I  will  ask  you 
if  that  has  not  been  your  position  and  contention  all  through? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  over- 
ruled the  opinion  of  Mr.  Pierce  on  every  point. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  that  is 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Wait  a  minute.  And  that  the  effect  of  overruling 
that  was  to  save  the  Alaska  coal  cases;  and  did  you  mean — or  rather, 
answer  that;  wasn't  that  your  position,  and  has  it  not  been  through- 
out? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  and  it  was  the  position  of  other  attorneys. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Never  mind  that;  I  am  not  arguing  with  you.  I 
am  merely  trying  to  find  out  what  your  position  was. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  we  will  get  along  much  more  rapidly  if  you 
will  just  confine  yourself  to  that.  Wlien  you  say,  " Saved  the 
Alaska  coal  cases/'  did  you  not  mean  the  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  You  meant  all  of  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  meant  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  will  come  back  again  to  the  letter  on  page 
16,  in  view  of  that,  and  will  ask  you  if  the  very  proposition  which  you 
and  Mr.  Schwartz  presented  to  Mr.  Pierce  for  his  opinion  does  not 
exclude  all  cases  of  the  class  to  which  the  Cunningham  group  belongs, 
because  and  for  the  reason  that  they  were  cases,  the  Cunningham 

group  of  cases,  in  which  payment  had  oeen  made  and  cash  certificates 
ad  issued — is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  not,  whv  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  the  Cunningham  cases  are  covered  by  that 
paragraph  4,  and  it  has  always  been  in  mv  mind — pardon  me  for  say- 
ing what  I  had  in  mind — but  I  believe  that  a  person  passing  on  this 
letter  would  pass  on  the  question  submitted  and  not  upon  the  entire 
letter. 

Mr.  Graham.  It  is  only  three  or  four  lines  long,  and  I  would  suggest 
you  read  it,  so  that  it  will  go  into  the  record. 

Mr.  Glavis  (reading) : 

A  verbal  agreement  by  two  or  more  entrymen,  made  prior  to  the  initiation  of  the 
entry,  that  upon  issuance  of  patent  the  entries  would  be  consolidated  and  mined  at 
the  joint  expense  of  each  claimant,  share  and  share  alike. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  if  you  will  just  pass  from  that  for  a 
moment;  I  am  not  going  to  leave  it;  I  will  return  to  it  later.  I  will 
ask  you  if  the  Attorney-General  did  not  say  on  page  804  of  Senate 
document  248,  with  reference  to  Mr.  Pierce's  opinion,  at  the  top  of 
the  page,  this:  "That  the  letter  submitting  the  question  to  the 
Attorney-General ' ' 

The  Chairman.  What  page  are  you  reading  from? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Page  804,  and  I  read  from  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Attorney-General  Wickersham,  to  the  President,  as  follows,  quoting 
from  him,  at  the  top  of  the  page,  the  third  line:  "That  the  letter 
submitting  the  question  to  the  Attorney-General,  the  form  of  which 
was  prepared  by  Mr.  Schwartz  in  conference  with  Glavis  and  was  in 
part  suggested  by  him,  by  its  very  terms  excluded  any  possible 
reference  to  the  Cunningham  claims." 

Now,  so  far  from  the  Attorney-General  overruling  the  question  or 
Mr.  Pierce's  ruling  with  reference  to  the  Cunningham  claims,  isn't 
it  a  fact  that  the  Attorney-General  there  himself  admits  and  states 
that  neither  his  opinion  nor  Mr.  Pierce's  opinion  relate  to  the  Cun- 
ningham claims,  because  the  form  or  question  which  you  stated  to 
him  absolutely  excluded  all  possible  reference  to  the  Cunningham 
claims — doesn't  it  state  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  it  does;  and  I  would  like  to  further  explain  that. 
I  am  very  much  surprised  that  he  would  make  that  statement,  that 
this  decision  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Cunningham  claims,  for  the 
reason  that  when  the  matter  was  submitted  to  the  Attorney-General 
he  had  submitted  to  him  a  copy  of  my  report  of  March,  1909,  on 
the  Cunningham  claims  as  well  as  a  copy  of  Mr.  Schwartz's  memo- 
randum arguing  what  he  believed  the  proper  construction  to  be;  and 
he  had  my  report  on  the  Cunningham  claims  I  submitted  to  him 
for  his  information  in  reaching  a  proper  construction  of  the  law. 
That  is,  I  had  quoted  a  few  Supreme  Court  decisions  that  I  thought 
sustained  him,  and  I  wanted  him  to  look  at  them  if  he  would. 
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Mr.  Vebtrees.  If  I  understand  you,  you  have  added  this  state- 
ment, that  when  the  Attorney-General  passed  upon  the  question 
which  was  submitted  to  him  by  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz  conjointly,  in 
that  joint  statement  to  take  His  opinion,  that  he  not  only  had  that 
before  him  when  his  opinion  was  asked,  but  he  had  your  brief  also  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  had  Mr.  Schwartz's  views. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  And  had  that  as  an  explanatory  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  he  had  a  copy  of  Mr.  Pierce's  decision 
also,  and  furthermore  another  statement.  The  report  calls  it  to  my 
mind. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  Let  me  interrupt  you? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Let  him  finish  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  have  to  insist  upon  a  ruling.  I  am  not 
asking  him  about  other  papers  at  the  present  time;  I  will  get  to  all 
that  later.  I  am  asking  him  on  the  point  that  he  individually  and 
personally  submitted  a  brief  of  Supreme  Court  authorities  and  a 
statement,  and  that  was  before  the  Attorney-General  also.  We  will 
get  to  the  other  people's  actions  presently. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  he  ought  to  answer  the  question,  but  if 
his  answer  requires  an  explanation  he  may  make  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  After  he  has  answered  it,  he  can  explain  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  May  he  read  the  question  and  the  answer  as  far  as 
he  has  gone  ? 

Mr.  vebtrees.  I  will  repeat  the  question.  What  I  want  to 
know,  Mr.  Glavis,  is  whether  or  not  tnis  is  true,  and,  if  you  will 
allow  me  to  say,  just  answer  mv  auestion,  and  then  if  there  is  any 
explanation  of  that  question  wnicn  you  want  to  make  afterwards 
make  it  subsequently,  or  if  there  is  any  explanation  of  vour  answer. 
I  want  to  know  if  this  is  not  true  that  at  the  time  Mr.  Attorney- 
General  Wickersham  had  before  him  the  case,  or  rather  the  state- 
ment, which  was  prepared  by  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz,  under  date 
of  May,  — ,  1909,  to  take  his  opinion  with  reference  to  the  proper 
and  true  construction  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  because  vou  were 
displeased  with  Mr.  Pierce's  construction,  if  he  did  not  tnen  have 
at  the  same  time  when  he  considered  it  not  only  the  case  which  he 
was  to  consider,  but  your  brief  or  statement  at  the  time  also 
before  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  Now,  I  want  to  explain  my  answer.  He 
didn't  have  a  brief  by  me,  but  he  had  a  memorandum  which  was  pre- 

fared  by  Mr.  Schwartz  protesting  against,  or  giving  his  views — and 
considered  it  in  the  nature  of  a  protest  in  our  conversations  here- 
tofore— giving  his  views  as  to  the  proper  construction  which  should 
be  placed  upon  the  act  of  May  28,  1908;  Attorney-General  Wicker- 
sham had  that.  He  had  a  copy  of  my  report  of— I  will  have  to  find 
that — he  had  a  copy  of  my  report  of  Mav  26,  1908. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  page  is  that  on? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  on  page  40  of  the  Senate  document. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  May  26  or  Af arch  26? 

Mr.  Glavis.  May  26.  He  had  a  copy  of  that  report;  he  had  a 
copy  of  the  letter  which  we  nrepared  for  Secretary  Ballinger's  signa- 
ture to  go  to  the  Attorney-General,  and  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce's 
decision  of  May  19  on  this  letter  which  Mr.  Schwartz  and  I  had  pre- 
pared.   In  this  letter  also  I  stated,  this  report  rather,  "That  the 
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Cunningham  group  may  be  taken  as  characteristic/'  and  my  report 
thereon  sete  forth  fully  the  facts  in  connection  therewith.  A  set  of 
facts  covering  the  Cunningham  case  have  been  contained  in  a  letter 
herein  above  quoted  submitted  to  the  department.  This  opinion  ren- 
ders futile  any  further  investigation  of  them  and  the  similar  groups 
herein  above  mentioned.  He  nad  that;  you  also  had  a  copy  of  my 
report  of  March,  1909,  in  which  I  quoted  the  decision  of  the  Trinidacl 
Coal  and  Coke  Company  case,  the  decision  in  United  States  v.  Keitel. 
in  the  Supreme  Court,  and  also  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company 
case.    That  report  was  relative  to  the  Cunningham  case  also. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  if  I  understand,  all  these  papers,  the 
old  as  well  as  the  new  things,  were  before  the  Attorney^General  when 
he  considered  the  case  put  to  him  for  his  opinion t    Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  submitted  to  him. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  considered  them  when  he 
considered  the  opinion  or  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  thought  you  said  he  did  awhile  ago. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  stated  that  he  had  these  Drought  to  his 
attention,  and  concluded  from  the  statement  of  the  facts  by  Mr. 
Hovt  ana  these  papers  that  the  Pierce  decision  should  be  submitted 
to  him  for  an  opinion. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  pass  back  for  a  moment.  Does  not  the 
Attorney-General  also  say,  there  on  page  804,  ''that  with  the  expla- 
nation of  the  somewhat  ambiguous  phrase,  '  initiation  of  the  entries/ 
used  by  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce,  his  construction  of  the  statute  did 
not  differ  from  that  given  to  it  by  the  Attorney-^General  in  his 
opinion?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that  is  what  he  said. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  the  Attorney-General  says  about  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  he  speaks  there  of  the  phrase  "initiation  of 
the  entrv." 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vertrees,  if  it  is  agreeable  to  you  to  stop  now, 
we  will  adjourn  until  to-morrow  morning.     It  is  about  time. 

(Thereupon,  at  5  o'clock,  the  committee  went  into  executive  session, 
and  thereafter  adjourned  until  Tuesday  morning,  February  15, 
1910,  at  10  o'clock.) 


TUESDAY,  FEBRUARY  15,  1010. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior 

Department  and  Forestry  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  15, 1910. 
The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department  met 
pursuant  to  adjournment  at  10  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Nelson  (chairman),  Flint,  Sutherland,  Fletcher, 
and  Purcell :  Representatives  McCall,  Olmsted,  Denby,  Madison, 
James,  and  Graham;  Mr.  Paul  Sleman,  secretary;  also  Mr.  Louis  D. 
Brandeis  and  Mr.  Joseph  P.  Cotton,  jr.,  representing  Mr.  Louis  R. 
Glavis;  also  Mr.  George  Wharton  Pepper,  representing  Mr.  Gifford 

Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.      487 

Pinchot;  also  Messrs.  John  J.  Vertrees  and  Carl  Rasch,  representing 
Secretary  Ballinger;  also  Mr.  E.  C.  Finney. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  please  come  to  order;  a  quorum 
is  present.  Mr.  Glavis  will  please  take  the  stand  and  the  cross- 
examination  will  proceed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  wish  to  ask  the  committee  to 
call  upon  the  Forest  Service  to  produce  immediately  all  copies  of  all 
letters  and  papers  relating  to  the  Alaska  coal  claims  furnished  to 
them  by  Mr.  Glavis. 

The  Chairman.  Please  repeat  that  question. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  We  wish  to  have  the  Forest  Service  furnish  copies 
of  all  letters  and  papers  relating  to  the  Alaska  coal  claims  that  were 
furnished  to  it  by  Mr.  Glavis. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well.  You  mean  the  Bureau  of  Forestry  or 
the  Department  of  Agriculture? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  usually  called  the  Forestry  Service,  as 
I  am  informed. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  that  will  be  attended  to. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  renew  my  daily 
complaint  in  reference  to  the  papers  not  produced  which  have  been 
called  for.  I  suggest  that  the  committee  address  a  special  communi- 
cation calling  for  the  production  of  the  papers  not  yet  delivered.  I 
have  reason  to  believe 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  give  a  list  to  the  clerk  of  the  committee 
of  the  papers  that  have  not  come? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  some  of 
them  have  been  available,  and  perhaps  all  of  them. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  make  a  list  of  the  papers  that  have  not 
come  so  that  I  can  write  to  the  Secretary  and  call  for  these  papers 
specifically? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  for  the  issuance  of  a  subpoena  for  A.  C. 
Christensen,  Chief  of  the  Field  Division,  and  G.  W.  O'Neil,  official 
custodian  of  the  federal  building  at  Seattle,  directing  them  to 
appear  as  witnesses  to  testify  and  to  bring  witn  them  to  this  place 
the  box  of  Mr.  Glavis,  in  winch  the  papers  referred  to  on  yesterday 
and  mentioned  at  pages  455  to  469  of  the  printed  record  are  found. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  that  course  will  be  taken.  Will  you 
please  leave  the  request  with  the  clerk? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  yesterday  reference  was  made 
during  the  cross-examination  of  the  witness  to  a  summary  by  the 
Attorney-General  of  the  United  States,  under  date  of  September  11, 
1909,  which  is  to  be  found  at  page  731  of  Senate  Document  248.  I 
would  like  that  to  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 

Mr.  Denby.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  suggest  at  this  point  that  if 
there  is  anyone  prepared  to  offer  necessary  corrections  to  the  record 
it  be  done  to-day,  and  thereafter  daily,  so  that  we  will  not  have  an 
accumulation  like  yesterday  to  dispose  of  at  one  time?  If  Mr.  Glavis 
has  read  the  record  and  wishes  to  make  corrections,  he  may  do  so. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  not  seen  it  yet. 

Mr.  Denby.  It  is  out.  I  did  not  know  whether  it  was  put  in  his 
hands  or  not. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vertrees,  what  was  your  request? 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  That  opinion  entitled  "Summary  by  the  Attorney- 
General"  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well ;  if  there  is  no  objection,  that  will  be  done. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  or  not  this  entire 
book,  Senate  Document  248,  has  been  made  a  part  of  the  record? 

Mr.  Graham.  A  good  deal  of  it  has,  but  not  as  a  book. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  move  that  the  whole  book  be  made  a  part 
of  the  record. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  second  that,  Mr.  Chairman.  We  have  to  refer  to  it 
every  five  minutes,  and  it  had  better  be  considered  as  in  evidence. 

Mr.  McCall.  That  is,  not  as  definitive  proof  of  anything,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  reference  and  whatever  it  may  be  worth  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  heard  the  motion.  Is  there  any  objec- 
tion? If  there  is  no  objection,  that  will  be  considered  as  the  order  of 
the  committee. 

Senator  Sutherland.  But  at  present  this  is  to  be  taken  as  a 
whole? 

The  Chairman.  Yes.  You  do  not  mean  by  this  motion,  Senator, 
to  have  it  printed  with  our  daily  proceedings— the  whole  book? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Oh,  no. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  this  summary  of  the  Attorney-General 
goes  into  to-day's  record  only. 

(The  document  is  as  follows:) 
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September  11, 1909. 

On  August  18,  1909,  L.  R.  Glavis,  chief  of  field  division  of  the 
General  Land  Office,  with  headquarters  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  called 
upon  you  and  submitted  a  statement  or  report,  dated  August  11, 1909 
(prefaced  by  a  summary  of  its  contents),  relating  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Interior  Department,  and  particularly  to  the  action  of  Hon. 
Richard  A.  Ballinger,  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Assistant  Secretary 
Pierce,  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  Dennett,  and  Chief 
of  Field  Service  Schwartz,  in  reference  to  the  so-called  "Cunning- 
ham "  group  of  coal  land  claims  in  Alaska. 

You  transmitted  a  copy  of  these  documents  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  asking  his  comments  upon  the  same,  and  you  also  for- 
warded copies  to  each  of  the  other  officials  named,  asking  him  to  send 
you  a  written  statement  as  to  whether  the  facts,  so  far  as  he  knew 
them,  were  different  in  any  regard  from  Mr.  Gla vis's  statements; 
and  also  making  such  replies  as  he  might  wish  to  the  inferences  which 
would  seem  to  have  been  desired  to  be  drawn  in  respect  to  his  attitude 
toward  the  coal  claims  referred  to,  and,  incidentally,  to  the  Forestry 
Bureau. 

The  following  statements  and  documents  have  been  submitted  to 
you  in  reply : 

1.  Statement  by  Secretary  Ballinger,  dated  ^  September  4,  1909, 
with  exhibits,  hereinafter  referred  to  oy  the  initial  B. 

2.  Statement  by  Assistant  Secretary  Fierce,  with  exhibits  attached, 
dated  September  1, 1909,  hereinafter  referred  to  by  the  letter  P. 

3.  Statement  by  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  Fred 
Dennett,  dated  September  4,  1909,  and  exhibits,  hereinafter  referred 
to  by  the  letter  D. 

4.  Statement  by  H.  H.  Schwartz,  chief  of  the  field  service,  U.  S. 
General  Land  Office,  dated  September  1,  1909,  and,  separately,  a 
volume  of  exhibits,  hereinafter  referred  to  by  the  letter  S. 

5.  A  complete  record  of  the  files  of  the  General  Land  Office,  re- 
lating to  the  so-called  Cunningham  claims,  prepared  by  Mr. 
Schwartz,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  "  S.  Rec." 

6.  Three  volumes  of  files  from  the  General  Land  Office,  relating 
to  Alaska  coal  lands,  marked  "  24  File  No.  2,  part  1;  part  2,  and  part 
3,"  respectively.  Papers  in  these  files,  when  used  in  this  statement, 
are  referred  to  by  specific  description,  or  as  "  G.  L.  O.  Rec'9 
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7.  Mr.  Glavis  also  submitted  to  you  a  letter,  dated  September  3, 
1909,  supplemental  to  his  principal  statement,  to  which  Secretary 
Ballinger  replied  under  date  of  September  9, 1909. 

At  your  request  I  have  undertaken  to  summarize  the  contents  of 
these  papers,  and  their  effect  upon  the  charges  made  by  Mr.  Glavis. 

GOAL-LAND  LAWS, 

A  brief  statement  of  the  laws  relating  to  the  granting  of  coal  lands 
of  the  United  States  is  necessary  to  an  understanding  of  the  con- 
troversy. 

Sections  2347,  2348,  2350,  and  2352  of  United  States  Revised 
Statutes  contain  provisions  for  the  sale  of  lands  in  the  United  States 
containing  coal.    By  section  2347 — 

Every  person  above  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  who  is  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  or  who  has  declared  his  intention  to  become 
such,  or  any  association  of  persons  severally  qualified  as  above,  shall, 
upon  application  to  the  register  of  the  proper  land  office,  have  the 
right  to  enter,  by  legal  subdivisions^  any  quantity  of  vacant  coal 
lands  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated  or  reserved  by 
competent  authority,  not  exceeding  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  to 
such  individual  person,  or  three  hundred  and  twenty  acres  to  such 
association,  upon  payment  to  the  receiver  of  not  less  than  ten  dollars 

ger  acre  for  such  lands,  where  the  same  shall  be  situated  more  than 
fteen  miles  from  any  completed  railroad,  and  not  less  than  twenty 
dollars  per  acre  for  such  lands  as  shall  be  within  fifteen  miles  of  such 
road. 
By  section  2348  it  is  provided: 

*  *  *  That  when  any  association  of  not  less  than  four  persons, 
severally  qualified  as  above  provided,  shall  have  expended  not  less 
than  five  thousand  dollars  in  working  and  improving  any  such  mine 
or  mines,  such  association  may  enter  not  exceeding  six  hundred  and 
forty  acres,  including  such  mining  improvements. 

Section  2350  provides  that: 

The  three  preceding  sections  shall  be  held  to  authorize  only  one 
entry  by  the  same  person  or  association  of  persons;  and  no  associa- 
tion of  persons  any  member  of  which  shall  have  taken  the  benefit  of 
such  sections,  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a  member  of  any  other 
association,  shall  enter  or  hold  any  other  lands  under  the  provisions 
thereof;    *    *    *. 

In  United  States  v.  Trinidad  Coal  and  Coke  Company  (137  U.  S., 
160),  where  officers,  stockholders,  and  employees  of  a  private  cor- 
poration formed  a  scheme  whereby  they  made  entries  in  their  indi- 
vidual names  (but  really  for  the  benefit  of  such  corporation)  of 
vacant  coal  lands  of  the  United  States,  the  scheme  was  carried  out 
and  patents  were  issued  to  such  individuals,  who  immediately  con- 
veyed the  legal  title  to  the  corporation,  which  bore  all  the  expenses 
and  costs  of  patenting  the  lands;  and  some  of  the  members  of  the 
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corporation  had  previously  taken  the  benefit  of  the  statute  relating 
to  the  disposal  of  public  coal  lands,  it  was  held  by  the  Supreme 
Court  that  such  a  transaction  was  in  violation  of  the  sections  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  above  referred  to,  and  that  the  patents  thereto 
would  be  canceled  on  suit  by  the  United  States.  The  principle  of 
this  decision  was  reaffirmed  in  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Keitel 
(211  U.  S.,  370). 

The  general  coal  land  laws  of  the  United  States  were  extended 
to  Alaska  by  the  act  of  June  6,  1900  (31  Stat.,  658),  but  were  inop- 
erative because  under  those  laws  entries  could  not  be  made  upon 
unsurveyed  lands,  public  surveys  not  having  been  extended  to  Alaska. 
By  the  act  of  April  28,  1904  (33  Stat.,  523),  the  said  act  of  1900 
was  amended  so  as  to  permit  qualified  individuals  or  associations  to 
locate  coal  lands  in  Alaska  on  unsurveyed  lands  in  tracts  not  exceed- 
ing 160  acres,  with  north  and  south  boundary  lines  run  according 
to  the  true  meridian,  by  marking  the  four  corners  thereof  with 
permanent  monuments,  so  that  the  boundaries  thereof  may  be  easily 
and  readily  traced,  and  within  one  year  from  making  such  location 
to  file  for  record  with  the  district  recorder  a  notice  of  such  location, 
and  at  any  time  within  three  years  after  such  notice  of  location  to 
file  with  the  register  and  receiver  of  the  district  in  which  the  lands 
are  situated  an  application  for  patent  to  the  lands,  accompanied 
by  a  certified  copy  of  a  plat  of  survey,  etc.  Provision  was  made  for 
the  publication  of  notice  of  the  filing  of  such  application,  for  the 
filing  of  adverse  claims  to  an  entry,  and  the  trial  of  such  adverse 
claims  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  in  Alaska,  and  for  the 
issue  of  a  patent  in  conformity  with  the  final  decree  of  such  court,  or, 
in  the  event  of  no  such  claims,  for  the  allowance  of  final  entry  and 
the  issuance  of  patent  for  the  claim.  Section  2  of  said  act  permitted 
the  assignment  of  such  locations  and  also  provided  that  payment 
should  be  made  for  lands  so  patented  at  the  rate  of  $10  per  acre. 

This  law  was  construed  by  a  circular  approved  by  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  Garfield,  April  12,  1907,  to  permit  assignments  to  qualified 
assignees,  and  to  permit  the  entry  of  not  exceeding  160  acres  by 
one  person,  320  acres  by  an  association  of  qualified  persons,  and  not 
exceeding  640  acres  to  an  association  of  not  less  than  four  qualified 
persons  who  shall  have  expended  not  less  than  $5,000  in  working 
or  improving  a  mine  or  mines  of  coal  upon  the  public  lands. 

CUNNINGHAM  LOCATIONS. 

In  the  months  of  July  and  August,  1904,  33  locations  of  approxi- 
mately 160  acres  each  of  coal  lands  were  made  in  Alaska  in  the  names 
of  a  number  of  different  individuals,  acting  by  Clarence  Cunningham 
as  their  attorney  in  fact. 
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INSTRUCTIONS  TO  SPECIAL  AGENT  LOVE. 

On  October  6  and  17  and  November  1,  1905,  H.  K.  Love,  special 
agent  of  the  Land  Office,  stationed  in  Alaska,  addressed  communi- 
cations to  the  Land  Office  relating  to  coal-land  locations  in  Alaska, 
which  are  summarized  in  a  letter  of  instructions  addressed  to  him  by 
Commissioner  W.  A.  Richards,  under  date  of  December  11, 1905  (S. 
Rec.,  p.  14),  as  follows: 

You  state  that  there  are  about  500  coal  filings  of  recordin  the 
office  of  the  United  States  commissioner  at  Catalla,  of  which  117 
have  been  filed  in  the  local  land  office  at  Juneau,  but  the  latter  will  be 
increased  to  correspond  with  the  local  record;  that  these  claims  are 
almost  invariably  taken  in  groups  and  with  a  few  exceptions  by  per- 
sons under  previous  contract  to  sell  to  some  person  or  corporation  to 
be  named  by  actual  purchaser;  that  powers  of  attorney  are  secured 
from  friends  gratis  or  from  others  for  a  nominal  consideration  under 
which  locations  are  made  in  groups,  of  which  one  covers  over  31 
claims ;  that  a  corporation  is  organized  and  members  solicited;  that 
the  claim  is  made  in  the  name  of  the  members  and  that  said  company 
proceeds  by  this  method  to  secure  large  tracts;  that  a  concerted  move- 
ment appears  to  be  under  way  to  cover  all  the  coal  lands  available  in 
the  district  of  Alaska  by  this  method  and  in  the  interest  of  and 
benefit  of  the  persons  who  are  conducting  such  schemes;  that  you 
have  made  an  exhaustive  study  of  the  coal-land  laws  and  of  rulings 
found  in  the  land  decisions  from  which  you  conclude  that  there  is  no 
objection  to  some  of  the  methods  used,  but  that  others  contravene 
the  law. 

Special  Agent  Love  then  formulated  a  number  of  inquiries,  re- 
ported that  the  "parties  and  companies  engaged  in  these  matters 
in  nearly  every  instance  are  located  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  Port- 
land, Oreg.,  where  information  in  regard  to  the  same  must  be  sought," 
and  asked  to  be  speedily  instructed  as  to  his  proper  course,  referring 
to  his  plan  to  leave  Juneau  about  February  1,  1906,  for  an  absence 
of  five  or  six  months  in  the  interior  of  Alaska,  during  which  time 
he  could  devote  himself  to  the  investigation  of  the  bona  fides  of 
such  locations,  unless  it  be  preferred  to  await  the  time  of  entry. 

He  also  submitted  certain  questions  which  had  been  propounded 
to  him  by  Mr.  H.  R.  Harriman,  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  on  October  10, 
1905,  much  to  the  same  effect  as  those  which  he  had  put — 

and  from  which  it  is  gathered  that  a  concerted  effort  is  under  way 
in  the  above  district  to  at  least  obtain  control  of  large  tracts  of  lands 
believed  to  be  valuable  for  coal.    (S.  Rec,  p.  16.) 

The  commissioner  replied  that  these  questions  were  such  as  could 
hardly  be  made  the  basis  of  any  definite  instructions  that  would 
govern  his  actions  or  control  the  local  officers  in  any  case  coming 
regularly  before  them : 

The  determination  of  each  case  must,  as  you  are  aware,  depend 
upon  the  circumstances  and  facts  developed  therein,  all  of  which  must 
be  measured  by  the  laws  and  official  regulations  governing  such  case. 
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Reference  was  then  made  to  the  regulation  of  July  18,  1904  (33 
L.  D.,  114),  under  the  act  of  April  28,  1904  (33  Stat.,  523),  and 
Mr.  Love  was  informed  that  the  regulations  under  the  coal  land  law 
must  be  given  an  interpretation  in  harmony  with  the  rulings  of  the 
General  Land  Office  under  the  act  of  April  28, 1904,  to  the  effect  that 
any  person  or  association  of  persons  is  limited  to  160  acres  as  the 
area  of  coal  land  which  he  or  they  may  acquire;  that  while  it  was 
clearly  within  the  contemplation  of  Congress  to  permit  the  forma- 
tion of  companies  to  take  a  limited  area  of  the  public  coal  land,  to 
permit  such  companies  to  make  large  expenditures  necessary  to  their 
development  the  .area  to  be  entered  by  such  association  of  persons 
was  limited  to  not  exceeding  160  acres  to  each  individual  person,  320 
acres  to  an  association,  or  640  acres  to  an  association  of  not  less  than 
four  persons  who  shall  have  expended  not  less  than  $5,000  in  working 
or  improving  the  mine  or  mines.    The  letter  concluded  as  follows: 

You  will  proceed  in  accordance  herewith  and  whenever  it  comes 
to  your  notice  that  persons  or  associations  of  persons  are  endeavoring 
to  proceed  in  what  you  consider  a  violation  of  the  law  and  official 
regulations,  you  will  make^  written  protest  to  the  local  officers  and 
furnish  them  any  information  you  may  have  as  a  basis  of  your  pro- 
test and  request  a  rejection  of  the  claim  in  the  event  entry  is  sought, 
if  the  facts  stated  justify  such  action,  or  in  case  of  doubt  request  said 
officers  to  suspend  the  application  until  the  same  can  be  thoroughly 
investigated.  They  are  expected  in  all  cases  to  fully  cooperate  with 
you  in  these  matters  and  share  with  you  the  responsibility  of  pro- 
tecting the  public  land  from  unlawful  appropriation  as  well  as  re- 
quiring a  strict  compliance  by  claimants  thereto  of  such  laws  and 
official  regulations  as  govern  the  lands  sought  to  be  entered.  (S. 
Rec.,  p.  20.) 

Mr.  Love  was  further  advised  that  in  order  that  he  might  have 
notice  of  all  action  taken  in  regard  to  the  making  of  entries  of  public 
land,  of  whatsoever  character,  the  local  officers  had  been  instructed 
to  furnish  him  with  a  copy  of  the  notice  issued  by  them  of  the  in- 
tention of  claimants  to  make  entry,  at  the  time  of  its  issuance;  and 
he  was  instructed  to  carefully  consider  such  notice  and  return  it  to 
the  local  officers  within  the  time  of  the  taking  of  the  proof,  with  such 
indorsement  thereon  as  he  was  able  to  make  as  to.  the  actual  status  of 
the  case,  and  such  recommendation  as  he  might  deem  proper,  such 
instructions  being  in  accordance  with  the  general  circular  to  special 
agents  of  the  General  Land  Office,  dated  August  31,  1905.  (S.  Rec, 
p.  20.) 

WITHDRAWAL  FROM  ENTRY  OP  ALASKA  COAL  LANDS. 

On  September  1,  1906,  the  Acting  Commissioner  of  the  General 
Land  Office  advised  the  register  and  receiver  at  Juneau  that  all  pub- 
lic lands  on  the  coasts  of  islands  of  the  Bering  Sea  containing  coal 
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ledges  had  been  withdrawn  from  any  disposition  under  the  public 
land  laws.    (S.  Rec,  p.  3.) 

On  November  3,  1906,  the  Acting  Director  of  the  Geological  Sur- 
vey advised  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  that  the  coal  and  lignite 
deposits  of  Alaska  were  known  to  be  of  commercial  value,  and  much 
attention  had  been  given  to  their  investigation  by  the  Geological 
Survey. 

The  reasons  for  withdrawing  this  coal  from  entry  are  fully  as 
urgent  as  in  case  of  that  in  the  Western  States  and  Territories,  and  I 
therefore  suggest  that  the  matter  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
President.  Since  the  land  office  surveys  have  not  yet  been  generally 
extended  over  Alaska,  the  coal  lands  can  not  be  designated  by  legal 
subdivision,  and  I  therefore  recommend  that  the  order  suspending 
coal  entries  be  made  to  apply  to  the  entire  territory.  (S.  Kec.,  pp. 
5-6.) 

On  November  7,  1906,  the  President  directed  that  this  proposed 
action  be  taken  (S.  Rec.,  p.  7),  and  on  November  12,  1906,  the  Secre- 
tary ordered  all  lands  in  the  District  of  Alaska  to  be  withdrawn 
from  filing  and  entry  under  the  coal  land  laws.  (S.  Rec,  p.  8.) 
Tins  order  was  modified  December  17,  1906,  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
withdrawal  of  such  lands  from  coal  entry  merely.  (S.  Rec.,  pp.  7-8.) 
On  January  15,  1907,  by  direction  of  the  President,  these  orders 
were  amended  by  adding  the  following: 

Nothing  in  any  withdrawal  of  lands  from  coal  entry  heretofore 
made  shall  impair  any  right  acquired  in  good  faith  under  the  coal 
hind  laws  and  existent  at  the  date  of  such  withdrawal.     (S.  Rec, 

p.  13.) 

On  May  16,  1907,  a  circular  letter  of  instructions  was  issued  by 
K.  A.  Ballinger,  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  with  the 
written  approval  of  Secretary  Garfield,  interpreting  the  orders  of 
withdrawal  above  cited,  as  follows: 

4.  All  qualified  persons  or  associations  of  qualified  persons  who 
in  si}7  have  in  good  faith  legally  filed  valid  notices  of  location  under 
the  act  of  April  28,  1904.  prior  to  November  12,  1906,  and  the  bona 
fide  qualified  assignees  or  such  persons,  may  make  entry  and  obtain 
psitent  under  such  notices  withm  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed by  statute'if  they  have  not  abandoned  their  right  to  do  so. 

5.  In  computing  the  time  within  which  persons  or  associations 
of  persons  mentioned  in  the  preceding;  paragraph  may  apply  for 
patent,  the  time  intervening  between  November  12,  1906,  and  the 
day  on  which  they  receive  the  written  notices  given  by  you,  as  here- 
in after  required,  will  not  be  considered  or  counted,  and  such  appli- 
cations may  be  made  at  any  time  within  three  years  from  the  date 
on  which  such  notices  of  location  were  filed  exclusive  of  such  time. 

6.  *    *    *. 

7.  In  all  cases  where  you  publish  notice  of  applications  for  entry 
or  patent  under  the  coal-land  laws,  or  under  any  other  law,  you  will 
at  once  mail  a  copy  of  said  notice  to  a  special  agent  assigned  to 
duty  in  Alaska.     Snould  said  agent  thereafter  file  in  your  office  a 
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protest  against  the  validity  of  the  location  or  claim  embraced  in 
any  such  application  you  will  defer  action  upon  such  application 
until  said  protest  is  withdrawn  or  appropriate  action  is  taken  thereon. 
(G.  L.  O.,  file  No.  2,  Part  I.) 

CUNNINGHAM  ENTRIES. 

In  July  and  August,  1904,  notices  of  location  of  33  different  coal- 
land  claims  of  160  acres  each,  by  various  qualified  persons,  acting  by 
Clarence  Cunningham  as  their  attorney  in  fact,  were  filed  in  the  office 
of  the  Juneau  recording  district.  (P.,  p.  8.)  In  February,  March, 
and  April,  1907,  entries  were  made  in  the  Juneau  office  on  30  of  said 
locations,  made  as  above  provided ;  and  in  the  month  of  October,  1907, 
upon  the  remaining  3  of  said  locations;  the  claims  were  properly 
advertised,  no  protests  or  adverse  claims  were  filed,  the  purchase  price 
of  $10  an  acre  was  paid  upon  each  entry,  for  which  receiver's  final 
receipts  were  regularly  issued,  pursuant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  General  Land  Office.  (P.,  pp.  8-9.)  The  acreage  in  the  33 
claims  is  approximately  5,280,  and  approximately  $52,800  was  paid 
and  covered  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  (Id.)  No  patents 
have  ever  been  issued  for  these  lands. 

Prior  to  making  these  entries,  and  under  date  of  February  6, 1906, 
Mr.  Clarence  Cunningham  wrote  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
Land  Office,  advising  that  for  himself  and  as  an  agent  for  a  number 
of  others  he  (Cunningham)  had  secured  a  number  of  claims  of  160 
acres  each  to  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  had  had  the  same  surveyed,  and 
had  expended  a  large  amount  in  the  development  of  the  work,  and 
was  then  publishing  notices  as  basis  for  entry,  and  that  he  proposed 
at  the  proper  time  to  submit  proof  and  make  entry ;  that  each  claim- 
ant was  paying  for  the  work  done  on  his  own  claim  and  expected  to 
derive  all  the  benefit  therefrom,  but  that  owing  to  the  nature  of  the 
country  and  in  the  interests  of  economical  mining  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  run  a  long  cross-cut  tunnel  to  reach  the  coal  measures  at  a 
considerable  depth  in  order  that  the  coal  veins  might  be  cut  and 
proper  drainage  secured.  That  the  cost  of  this  would  be  too  great 
for  any  individual  to  bear  alone,  and  its  benefits  would  accrue  equally 
to  all  claims  located  on  the  belt  after  they  were  fully  opened,  and  he 
inquired  whether  these  coal  claimants  could  form  a  voluntary  associa- 
tion to  jointly  construct  a  tunnel  without  prejudicing  their  right  to 
secure  title  from  the  Government  before  said  title  was  actually  se- 
cured. He  inclosed  a  pencil  sketch  indicating  the  location  of  the 
various  claims  and  the  situation  of  the  proposed  tunnel,  stating  that 
the  ground  was  very  mountainous  and  abrupt,  making  it  impracti- 
cable to  open  each  claim  with  shaft  or  tunnel  because  of  inability  to 
reach  them  with  roads  or  trams.     (S.  Rec,  p.  130.) 

Acting  Commissioner  J.  H.  Fimple  in  reply,  while  advising  that 
it  was  contrary  to  the  practice  of  the  office  to  undertake  to  render  an 
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authoritative  or  binding  opinion  in  any  case  other  than  one  in  which 
the  record  had  been  regularly  transmitted  for  consideration  and 
action,  stated : 

However,  in  view  of  the  interests  involved  it  is  not  deemed  im- 
proper to  state  that,  while  the  construction  of  tunnel  such  as  pro- 
posed would  call  for  close  scrutiny  of  each  entry  made  for  claims 
m  this  group  as  to  the  good  faith  of  the  entryman  and  as  to  whether 
he  was  securing  his  claim  strictly  for  his  own  use  and  not  directly 
or  indirectly  for  the  use  or  benefit  of  others  or  of  an  association  or 
corporation,  yet  it  is  believed  that  the  construction  of  the  proposed 
drainage  and  working  tunnel  by  a  voluntary  association  to  be  com- 

Eosed  of  a  portion  or  all  of  the  coal  claimants  interested  in  the  group 
y  means  of  their  own  personal  and  private  funds  would  not  mili- 
tate against  the  making  of  coal  entries  by  the  several  claimants  and 
would  not  imperil  their  right  to  secure  patent  upon  said  entries. 
The  issuance  of  patent  would,  without  doubt,  be  delayed  until  a  full 
investigation  of  the  matter  could  be  had  and  the  land  department 
be  fully  advised  as  to  all  the  facts  in  the  premises.  (S.  Ilea,  pp. 
130-131.) 

Clarence  Cunningham,  in  an  affidavit  in  which  he  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  department  to  the  foregoing  letter,  sworn  to  April  28, 
1908,  states: 

that  before  the  receipt  of  the  letter  of  February  24,  1906,  and  in 
response  to  the  inquiries  directed  to  the  department  by  affiant,  affiant 
received  from  the  Department  of  the  Interior  a  communication  ac- 
knowledging receipt  of  his  letter  and  advising  him  that  the  matter 
had  been  reierred  to  the  Attorney-General  for  an  opinion,  and  that 
thereafter  the  letter  hereto  attached  was  received.    (S.  Bee,  p.  129.) 

FIRST    REPORT   AS    TO    CUNNINGHAM    ENTRIES    RT    SPECIAL,    AGENT    LOVE. 

On  August  2,  1907,  Special  Agent  Love  reported  to  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Land  Office  that  certain  individuals,  whom  he  named, 
had  recently,  through  Clarence  Cunningham  as  agent,  entered  at 
the  land  office,  Juneau,  coal  lands  within  the  Kyak  recording  district 
(Katalla),  Alaska,  which  were  then  pending  in  the  General  Land 
Office  on  application  for  patent.    That 

In  a  recent  conversation  with  Mr.  Cunningham,  who  is  fully  in- 
formed on  all  matters  past  and  all  future  plans  of  his  principals,  he 
stated  that  it  had  always  been  the  hope  of  these  several  persons  that 
arrangements  might  be  effected  after  entry  for  the  joint  working  of 
the  lands,  and  that  since  entry  in  the  local  office  an  effort  had  been 
made  by  nim  to  secure  the  formation  of  a  company  from  among  the 
entrymen  for  the  purpose  of  developing  and  operating  a  coal  mine  of 
the  tracts  so  entered ;  that  for  such  purpose  a  meeting  of  such  entry- 
men  was  recently  held  at  Spokane,  and  a  committee  appointed  for  the 
promotion  of  such  an  organization  and  to  secure  the  transfer  of  the 
various  holdings  to  a  trust  company,  subject  to  the  perfection  of  such 
plans ;  that  sucn  is  now  in  the  course  of  formation. 

At  different  dates  I  have  recommended  to  the  register  and  receiver. 
Juneau,  the  allowance  of  the  applications  of  the  above  entrymen.    I 
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believe  the  action  of  entrymen  toward  the  formation  of  a  company, 
pending  patent,  as  above  set  out,  to  be  allowable  under  the  law,  but 
deem  it  proper  to  lay  the  information  before  you.  (S.  Rec.,  pp. 
29-30.) 

INVESTIGATION  INTO  CUNNINGHAM   ENTRIES  BY  SPECIAL  AGENT   JONES. 

Prior  to  the  receipt  of  this  letter,  and  under  date  of  June  21, 1907, 
Fred  Dennett,  Acting  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  has 
written  to  Horace  T.  Jones,  special  agent  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  calling 
his  attention  to  the  letters  previously  submitted  by  Special  Agent 
Love  with  regard  to  the  entry  of  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  and  to  certain 
other  information  which  had  been  received  by  the  General  Land 
Office,  and  instructing  him  that: 

It  is  desired  by  this  office  that  you  make  a  thorough,  complete,  and 
energetic  investigation  of  the  charges  contained  in  Mr.  Duffield's 
letter  and  those  referred  to  in  Mr.  White's  affidavit,  and  any  other 
like  violations  of  the  law  in  reference  to  coal  entries  in  that  locality. 
This  you  will  do  to  the  exclusioA  of  any  other  business,  and  you  will 
confine  your  efforts  to  these  cases  until  such  time  as  you  have 
thoroughly  covered  the  whole  field  of  investigation. 

From  time  to  time  as  this  investigation  progresses,  and  as  you 
take  affidavits,  you  will  submit  preliminary  reports,  informing  this 
office  of  the  progress  you  are  making  and  attach  thereto  copies  of 
the  affidavits  and  other  evidence  secured  by  you.  (S.  Rec,  pp.  24-25.) 

On  June  27,  1907,  Mr.  Jones  telegraphed  that  he  would  start  the 
investigation  at  once.  (S.  Rec.,  p.  26).  On  July  22,  1907,  Special 
Agent  Love  was  directed  verbally  by  the  commissioner  to  join  Mr. 
Jones  in  the  investigation.  (S.  Rec.,  p.  32).  On  August  10,  1907, 
Special  Agent  Jones  reported  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office, 
as  follows: 

After  a  trip  to  the  United  States  land  office  at  Juneau,  Alaska,  Mr. 
Jones  came  to  Seattle,  Wash.,  with  a  complete  list  of  all  coal-land 
filings  in  the  United  States  land  office  at  Juneau  made  to  the  date 
of  Mr.  Jones's  departure  for  Seattle.  The  said  applications,  or 
filings,  numbered  523,  33  of  which,  in  the  group  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  the  "  Cunningham  group,"  have  had  entry  made  upon  them. 

On  July  22,  1907,  Mr.  H.  K.  Love,  special  agent  of  the  General 
Land  Office,  was  directed  verbally  by  the  honorable  commissioner* 
to  join  with  Mr.  Jones  in  the  investigation  of  the  matters  herein 
referred  to.  Mr.  Love  attended  to  the  Seattle  portion  of  the  inves- 
tigation and  Mr.  Jones  to  the  part  covered  by  the  work  done  in 
Spokane,  Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg. 

After  conferring  on  several  different  dates  with  the  honorable 
commissioner,  it  was  decided  that  it  would  be  sufficient,  for  the  time 
being,  to  take  statements  from  two  or  three  of  the  persons  represent- 
ing each  "  group  n  of  entries  and  in  that  way  obtain  a  general  idea 
of  how  far  the  parties  taking  coal  lands  in  Alaska  were  complying 

•Mr.  Ballinger. 
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with  the  requirements  of  the  laws  with  respect  to  the  manner  of 
obtaining  title  thereto. 

Mr.  Jones  further  reported  that  since  beginning  the  investigation 
they  had  taken  about  25  statements  from  the  different  persons  repre- 
senting the  aforesaid  groups,  which  statements  were  attached  thereto, 
one  of  which,  No.  21,  referred  to  the  Cunningham  group.  The  report 
concluded  with  the  following  paragraph : 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  majority  of  the  statements  taken  in  this 
matter  seem  to  indicate  that  the  lands  which  are  the  subject  of  this 
investigation  appear  to  have  been  taken  under,  to  say  the  least,  a  mis- 
apprehension oi  the  rights  of  the  parties  to  combine  and  locate 
together  under  one  financial  arrangement,  it  is  respectfully  recom- 
mended that  a  strict  investigation  be  further  made  ot  each  and  every 
locator's  connection  with  other  locators  in  the  groups  above  men- 
tioned. This  is  particularly  necessary  in  the  matter  of  the  locations 
made  by  Christopher,  Simmonds,  Doughten,  Stracey,  and  Chezum. 
(S.  Rec.,  pp.  84-36.) 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  Cunningham  locations  are  not  included 
in  those  as  to  which  a  strict  investigation  is  said  to  be  "  particularly 
necessary." 

On  August  13,  1907,  Special  Agent  Jones  made  a  further  report, 
giving  a  list  of  names  and  addresses  of  applicants  for  use  in  a  fur- 
ther investigation  of  the  frauds  in  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  and  stating: 

From  the  talk  of  different  attorneys  and  individuals  interested  in 
the  Alaska  coal  lands,  I  feel  that  the  disposal  of  the  lands  all  tends 
toward  one  direction,  and  that  is,  the  Guggenheim  companies.    *    *    * 

and  he  closes  by  again  recommending  that — 

these  entries  be  carefully  investigated  by  an  experienced  and  fearless 
agent     (S.  Rec.,  pp.  37-48.) 


The  first  charge  made  by  Glavis  is  stated  in  his  summary  as  follows : 

While  Mr.  R.  A.  Ballinger  was  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office,  Special  Agent  Horace  Tillard  Jones  was  directed  bjr  letter 
dated  June  22,  1907,  to  make  a  thorough  and  complete  investigation 
of  the  Alaska  coal  cases.  This  letter  was  signed  by  Acting  Commis- 
sioner Dennett.  One  month  later  Mr.  Ballinger  verbally  instructed 
Jones  to  make  only  a  preliminary  investigation.  August  10,  1907, 
Agent  Jones  submitted  a  report  showing  fraud  and  recommending 
full  investigation.  August  13, 1907,  Agent  Jones  made  further  report 
stating  that  the  attempted  acquisition  of  the  lands  all  tend  toward  one 
direction,  namely,  the  Guggenheim  companies.  Mr.  Jones  again 
urged  further  investigation.  Nothing  further  was  done  until  No- 
vember 12,  1907    *     *     *     (p.  2). 

In  his  statement  or  report  he  says  that — 

Former  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  first  had  these  cases  under  inves- 
tigation, but  did  practically  nothing,  so  that  the  investigation  did  not 
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actually  commence  until  June  21,  1907,  when  Acting  Commissioner 
Fred  Dennett  directed  Special  Agent  Horace  Tillard  Jones  to  make  a 
thorough,  complete,  and  energetic  investigation  of  the  cases. 

The  records  above  referred  to  show  that,  so  far  from  Special  Agent 
Love  doing  nothing  in  these  cases,  it  was  he  who  had*  first  called  them 
to  the  attention  of  the  Land  Office;  that  he  had  acted  with  respect 
to  them  in  exact  conformity  with  the  instructions  issued  to  him  by 
Commissioner  Richards,  and  based  upon  his  reports  the  above-quoted 
instructions  were  given  to  Special  Agent  Jones;  and  that  pursuant 
to  the  verbal  instructions  of  the  Commissioner  he  had  assisted  Special 
Agent  Jones  in  acquiring  the  information  embodied  in  the  reports  of 
the  latter,  dated  August  10  and  August  13,  1907.  Moreover,  it  ap- 
pears that  as  a  result  of  these  investigations  the  issue  of  patents  on 
these  entries  was  withheld. 

Mr.  Schwartz  states  that  at  the  time  the  reports  of  Special  Agent 
Jones  were  received,  there  were  about  30,000  suspended  cases  on  the 
field  dockets  throughout  the  public  land  States,  and  a  field  corps  of 
about  120  men,  and  a  number  of  other  large  land  fraud  cases  were 
demanding  all  the  attention  which  the  General  Land  Office  could  com- 
mand.   (S.  Rec,  p.  49.) 

Mr.  Glavis's  statement  that  "one  month  later  Mr.  Ballinger 
verbally  instructed  Jones  to  make  only  a  preliminary  investigation," 
is  stigmatized  by  Secretary  Ballinger  as  untrue  and  attention  is  called 
by  him  to  the  statement  in  Exhibit  2  of  the  letter  of  Special  Agent 
Horace  T.  Jones,  dated  August  10,  1907,  to  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office,  wherein  he  states: 

After  conferring  on  several  different  dates  with  the  honorable 
Commissioner,  it  was  decided  that  it  would  be  sufficient  for  the  time 
being  to  take  statements  from  two  or  three  persons  representing  each 
"  group  "  of  entries  and  in  that  way  obtain  a  general  idea  of  how  far 
the  parties  taking  coal  lands  in  Alaska  were  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  the  law  with  respect  to  the  manner  of  obtaining  title 
thereto.     (B.,  15.) 

Secretary  Ballinger  states  that  this  was  substantially  the  result 
of  two  or  three  conferences  which  Mr.  Jones  had  with  him  during 
the  summer  of  1907  at  Seattle;  that  his  purpose  in  getting  reports 
to  obtain  a  general  idea  respecting  the  manner  of  taking  these  claims 
was  to  aid  him  in  reporting  to  the  Secretary  respecting  further  gen- 
eral congressional  legislation  affecting  coal  lands  in  Alaska.  He 
did  not  deem  it  advisable  that  Jones  should  proceed  to  Chicago, 
Detroit,  and  other  points  to  interrogate  entrymen  where  they  could 
be  reached  by  chiefs  of  field  divisions,  such  as  Colter  at  Duluth,  who 
was  subsequently  instructed  to  investigate  alleged  dummy  entrymen 
in  connection  with  the  other  pending  cases.  Moreover,  he  was  not 
satisfied  that  Special  Agent  Jones  was  qualified  to  make  a  thorough 
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Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


51  0      INVESTIGATION  INTEBIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OP  FORESTBY. 

investigation  and  complete  report  upon  these  entries.  His  instruc 
tions  had  been  given  him  by  the  acting  commissioner  on  June  21 
after  Mr.  Ballinger  left  Washington.    (B.,  p.  16.) 

Instead  of  nothing  further  being  done  after  the  receipt  of  Mr 
Jones's  reports  of  August,  1907,  until  November  12,  1907,  as  Mr 
Olavis  asserts,  on  September  24,  1907,  Mr.  Dennett,  Assistant  Com 
missioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  wrote  to  S.  J.  Colter,  chief  o: 
field  division  at  Duluth,  advising  him  of  all  the  information  whicl 
had  been  obtained  by  the  General  Land  Office  from  Special  Agent 
Love  and  Jones  with  respect  to  the  alleged  frauds  in  the  coal-lane 
entries  in  Alaska,  inclosing  a  list  giving  the  name  and  address  of  tin 
applicant,  number  of  the  declaratory  statement,  and  the  name  of  th< 
agent  through  whom  the  application  was  made,  involving  person 
located  in  Chicago,  111.,  and  vicinity,  and  instructing  him  to  proceec 
to  that  city,  there  to  endeavor  by  investigation  and  interviews  witl 
entrymen  to  develop  the  true  state  of  facts  under  which  thesfc  entrie 
were  made. 

"If  your  investigation  discloses  the  fact  that  the  applicants  oi 
other  persons  involved  are  guilty  of  criminal  action,  you  will  earn 
on  the  investigation  looking  to  obtaining  evidence  which  may  b< 
submitted  to  the  grand  jury  for  the  purpose  of  securing  indictments 
If  you  secure  evidence  that  any  particular  coal  land  location  involvec 
in  this  case  is  fraudulent,  you  will  give  the  claimant  opportunity  U 
relinquish  his  claim."  And  he  was  directed  to  transmit  his  report  a 
the  earliest  possible  date  with  the  proper  recommendation.  (D. 
Exhibit  8.) 

INVESTIGATION  BY  OLAVIS  INTO  CHARGES  AGAINST  SPECIAL  AGENT  LOVE 

On  October  28, 1907,  protests  were  filed  in  the  General  Land  Offic< 
by  W.  M.  Bruner  and  P.  J.  Brussard,  affecting  the  sufficiency  of  j 
certain  entry  known  as  "soldiers  additional  application  No.  69,' 
made  February  20,  1906,  by  Charles  Davis,  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  ai 
assignee  of  George  Bell,  at  Juneau,  Alaska.  The  protest  of  Brunei 
contained  the  statement  that — 

it  is  a  matter  of  common  report  and  alleged  knowledge  that  Specia 
Agent  Love,  of  the  Land  Department,  is  the  owner  of  one  or  more  o 
said  lots,  and  is  holding  the  same  either  in  his  own  name  or  that  of  hi 
wife;  hence,  he  is  an  interested  party  and  not  competent  to  make  ai 
unbiased  report  on  a  protest  filed  against  said  entry. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  chief  of  field  division,  then  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  was  b] 
telegram  instructed  to  proceed  to  Seattle  and  investigate  this  protest 
On  November  12,  1907,  he  reported  to  the  commissioner,  Mr.  Bal 
linger,  as  follows: 

I  interviewed  Charles  D.  Davis,  son  of  Clark  Davis,  and  securec 
his  affidavit,  a  copy  of  which  is  hereto  attached.    I  also  interviewe< 
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W.  G.  Rogers  and  Walter  French.  They  all  speak  in*  the  highest 
terms  of  Special  Agent  Love,  and  from  what  they  state  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  the  insinuations  made  against  the  said  soldier's  addi- 
tional application  can  not  be  sustained  by  the  facts.  I  presented  the 
said  protests  to  the  United  States  attorney,  who  is  ot  the  opinion 
that  prosecution  under  amended  Revised  Statute  4746  could  not  be 
maintained  against  Bruner,  since  his  charges  are  based  upon  "  com- 
mon report  and  alleged  knowledge."    *    *    * 

He,  however,  advised  that  the  charges  against  the  sufficiency  of 
the  application  should  be  investigated  by  a  special  agent  upon  the 
ground.    He  adds: 

In  investigating  this  case  I  find  that  Clark  Davis  and  his  asso- 
ciates are  the  owners  of  the  Catalla  Petroleum  and  Coal  Company, 
who  are  endeavoring  to  secure  large  tracts  of  coal  lands  near  Catalla, 
Alaska,  and  from  my  conversations  with  young  Mr.  Davis  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  company  are  endeavoring  to  acquire  more  coal 
land  than  they  are  entitled  to  under  the  law.  At  the  time  I  endeav- 
ored to  secure  an  affidavit  from  young  Mr.  Davis  in  regard  to  their 
coal  claims,  but  he  refused  to  make  any,  stating  that  during  your 
visit  to  Seattle  last  summer  the  mrtter  had  been  thoroughly  ex- 
plained to  you  and  that  you  had  advised  them  not  to  make  any  state- 
ment until  charges  had  been  made,  in  order  that  vou  would  know 
what  they  had  to  meet.  Mr.  Davis  had  undoubtedly  misquoted  you 
in  this  respect,  or  they  failed  to  give  you  all  the  facts  in  the  case. 
I  would,  therefore,  respectfully  recommend  that  if  it  is  desired  that 
I  further  investigate  these  protests  that  I  also  be  authorized  to 
thoroughly  investigate  the  coal  land  filings  and  entries  made  by  the 
said  Clark  Davis  and  his  associates.    (Glavis,  Exhibit  4.) 

Glavis  comments  on  this  statement  by  saying: 

No  answer  was  ever  received  by  Glavis.     (Summary,  p.  2.) 

and  again: 

In  acting  upon  this  report  Mr.  Ballinger  failed  to  take  notice  of 
the  statements  made  tome  by  young  Mr.  Davis,  but  approved  the 
soldier's  additional  application  for  patent  without  further  investiga- 
tion.    (Page  6.) 

and  at  the  foot  of  the  copy  of  the  letter  (Exhibit  4  to  his  statement) 
is  the  notation : 

December  12,  1907,  commission  approved  entry  for  patent  without 
further  investigation. 

In  answer  to  these  statements,  Mr.  Ballinger  says: 

I  can  not  state  whether,  any  specific  answer  was  made  to  this  letter 
(Exhibit  4J,  as  the  subject-matter  was  handled  by  Division  "  P  "  of 
the  General  Land  Office.  I  did,  however,  state  to  Glavis  in  conversa- 
tion that  there  was  no  truth  in  young  Davis's  statement.    (B.,  p.  16.) 


"  Believing  that  the  Government  should  thoroughly  investigate  these 
coal  cases,"  Mr.  Glavis  says  in  his  statement,  k'I  wrote  a  personal 
letter  some  time  during  November,  1907,  to  my  chief,  Mr.  H.  H. 
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Schwartz,  and  asked  permission  to  proceed  to  Washington  to  discuss 
what  action  should  be  taken.  About  December  1,  I  received  a  tele- 
gram to  proceed  to  Washington  (this  telegram  is  of  record).  Upon 
my  arrival  at  Washington  I  explained  to  Commissioner  Ballinger 
that  I  was  quite  positive  that  all  of  the  Alaska  coal  filings  were 
fraudulent  and  mentioned  particularly  the  Cunningham  group. 

"  I  advised  him  further  that  AgentLove  was  not  a  proper  person  to 
investigate  these  cases  and  should  not  be  allowed  to  work  in  Alaska, 
since  he  was  an  active  candidate  for  appointment  as  United  States 
marshal,  and  I  did  not  believe  that  under  such  circumstances  he  .could 
make  impartial  reports,  especially  since  the  support  of  several  of 
the  coal  claimants  were  considered  quite  necessary  to  secure  the 
appointment. 

A  Mr.  Ballinger  concurred  in  this  view  and  stated  that  he  thought 
Agent  Love  should  not  perform  work  in  Alaska  while  he  was  a  can- 
didate for  the  marshalship.  Mr.  Ballinger  then  stated  that  many  of 
the  coal  claimants  were  his  personal  friends,  but  directed  me  to  assume 
charge  of  the  cases  and  make  a  thorough  investigation;  and  on  De- 
cember 28, 1907,  he  sent  me  a  letter  to  that  effect."     (Glavis,  pp.  6-7.) 

Mr.  Ballinger  characterizes  as  untrue  so  much  of  this  statement  as 
asserts  that  Glavis  advised  him  that  practically  all  the  claims  were 
fraudulent,  and  that  Agent  Love  was  not  reliable.  (B.,  p.  17.)  Mr. 
Glavis's  assertion  at  this  place,  as  well  as  on  page  2  of  his  summary, 
that  Agent  Love  was  not  reliable,  is  at  variance  with  the  report  made 
by  Glavis  on  November  12, 1907,  only  about  one  month  prior  to  the  time 
that  he  states  that  he  advised  Mr.  Ballinger  that  Agent  Love  was  not 
reliable,  in  which  he  reports  that,  after  an  investigation  into  the 
allegations  against  Mr.  Love,  he  found  that  all  those  whom  he  con- 
sulted spoke  in  the  highest  terms  of  him. 

*  *  *  and  from  what  they  state  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the 
insinuations  made  against  the  said  soldier's  additional  application 
can  not  be  sustained  by  the  facts.    (Glavis,  Exhibit  4,  p.  1.) 

In  a  letter  addressed  by  Mr.  Glavis  to  the  commissioner  (Mr.  Bal- 
linger) on  January  22,  1908,  he  again  made  reflections  upon  Agent 
Love,  saying: 

I  am  advised  by  Mr.  Jones  that  Agent  Love  assisted  him  a  little  in 
the  investigation  of  the  coal  cases,  but  he  did  not  go  to  Spokane,  where 
the  claimants  reside,  whose  entries  have  been  clear  listed.  Shortly 
after  the  preliminary  investigation  by  Agents  Love  and  Jones,  I  un- 
derstand that  Agent  Love  returned  to  Alaska,  where  he  has  since  re- 
mained, but  since  there  are  not  more  than  two  or  three  entrymen  in 
this  croup  whom  Agent  Love  could  have  interviewed  in  Alaska,  I  am 
unable  to  understand  how  he  could  intelligently  report  on  the  said 
entries. 

While  in  the  office  last  month  I  was  directed  to  take  charge  of  all 
the  Alaska  coal  cases,  among  which  were  the  foregoing  entries,  and 
by  your  letter  "  P,"  H.  H.  S.,  December  28,  1907,  you  directed  me  to 
advise  Special  Agent  Love  that  he  would  do  only  such  work  upon 
the  coal  cases  which  I  deemed  it  advisable  for  him  to  perform.  leel- 
ing  that  that  matter  was  left  entirely  to  my  discretion,  I  immediately 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.      503 

directed  Mr.  Love  to  take  no  further  action  unless  otherwise  directed. 
I  did  this  because  it  was  quite  generally  known  that  Mr.  Love  is  an 
active  candidate  for  appointment  to  one  of  the  United  States  mar- 
shalships  in  Alaska,  ana  while  not  questioning  his  integrity,  still  his 
judgment  is  likely  to  be  a  little  warped.  While  Mr.  Love  was  in 
Seattle  last  summer  he  told  Agent  Jones  that  he  was  clad  he  would 
not  have  to  investigate  the  Alaska  coal  cases  because  he  had  to  live 
up  there  and  he  did  not  desire  the  enmity  of  the  people,  some  of 
those  involved  being  his  friends.     *     *     * 

In  view  of  Agent  Love's  political  aspirations  and  because  of  the 
conclusions  reached  by  Agent  Jones  in  his  preliminary  report,  I 
respectfully  recommend  that  the  order  clearhsting  said  entries  be 
revoked  pending  my  investigation.    (G.,  pp.  10-11.) 

Again,  in  his  letter  to  the  commissioner  (Mr.  Dennett),  dated 
March  21,  1909,  Glavis  refers  to  Mr.  Love's  investigation,  and  says: 

In  the  spring  of  1907  former  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  commenced 
an  investigation,  but  owing  to  his  political  ambitions  and  his  inti- 
mate friendship  with  some  of  the  persons  involved,  Special  Agent 
Horace  Tillara  Jones  was  directed,  under  date  of  June  21,  1907,  to 
make  a  thorough  and  complete  investigation  of  these  cases,    *    *    * 

and  he  adds  that  owing  to  Jones's  unfamiHarity  and  Love's  unfa- 
miliarity  or  prejudice  in  favor  of  the  claimants  they  each  were  un- 
cessful  in  securing  damaging  evidence.  (G.,  p.  16.)  Mr.  Glavis 
does  not  include  in  his  statement  a  letter  addressed  to  him  by  Com- 
missioner of  the  Land  Office  Dennett,  under  date  of  March  14,  1908, 
referring  to  the  foregoing  letter  of  January  22,  1908,  advising  him 
that  the  matter  had  been  called  to  the  attention  of  the  President  and 
desiring  that  he  procure  from  Special  Agent  Jones — 

an  affidavit  setting  up  in  detail  the  time,  place,  and  circumstances 
under  which  this  conversation  took  place  and  the  conversation  with 
such  particularity  as  it  can  be  set  out.  It  is  probable  that  this  and 
other  matters  will  be  called  to  the  attention  of  Mr.  Love  for  the  pur- 
pose of  requiring  an  explanation  as  to  his  attitude  in  regard  to 
Alaska  matters,  and  you  will,  therefore,  proceed  in  this  matter  with 
the  knowledge  that  such  issue  may  result. 

If  you  are  in  possession  of  any  information  of  your  own  which 
will  bear  upon  the  question  of  either  Mr.  Love's  integrity  or  of  his 
bias  or  judgment  in  reference  to  the  official  matters  with  which  he 
has  been  charged,  you  are  directed  to  make  report  to  this  office 
thereon.     (S.  Kec,  pp.  68-69.) 

It  does  not  appear  from  the  statements  and  documents  under  con- 
sideration what,  if  any,  answer  Glavis  made  to  this  communication, 
but  it  does  appear  that  after  the  investigation  Mr.  Love  was  ap- 
pointed by  President  Eoosevelt  as  marshal  for  the  third  (now  the 
fourth)  judicial  district  of  Alaska.     (D.,  pp.  18-19;  S.,  p.  15.) 

GLAVIS  PLACED  IK  CHARGE  OF  ALASKA  COAL  CASES. 

On  December  28, 1907,  as  appears  from  Mr.  Glavis's  statement,  he 
was  directed  in  writing  by  Commissioner  Ballinger  to  take  over  the 
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investigation  of  charges  of  irregularity  in  reference  to  the  acquis 
tion  and  entry  of  coal  lands  within  the  district  of  Alaska,  and  t 
take  the  action  necessary  in  each  instance  to  protect  the  interests  o 
the  Government  in  said  lands,  and  to  take  up  with  the  prope 
United  States  attorney  the  question  of  criminal  proceedings  agains 
any  parties  liable  under  the  law.  He  was  supplied  with  copies  o 
the  reports  theretofore  made  by  Special  Agents  Love  and  Jones,  an< 
of  Chief  of  Field  Division  Colter.  He  was  instructed  to  inforn 
Special  Agent  Love  that  he  had  been  placed  in  charge  of  investiga 
tion  of  matters  relating  to  Alaska  coal  lands,  and  that  he  (Love 
would  perform  such  services  in  regard  to  those  cases  as  Glavis  migh 
direct,  reporting  to  the  latter  in  the  premises ;  that  in  the  meantim 
the  General  Land  Office  had  directed  Chief  of  Field  Division  Colte 
to  visit  Detroit  and  there  make  an  investigation  as  to  the  facts  an< 
circumstances  under  which  a  large  number  of  residents  of  that  cit; 
made  coal  declaratory  statements  for  Alaska  coal  lands,  and  he  wa 
instructed : 

from  time  to  time  and  as  rapidly  as  possible,  make  separate  report 
upon  individual  entries  or  separate  groups  of  entries  to  the  end  tha 
action  may  be  taken  without  further  delay.  (G.  Ex.,  6;  S.  Rec,  pf 
69-60.) 

CLEAR  LISTING  OF  CUNNINGHAM  CLAIMS  AND  WITHDRAWAL  OF  SAME. 

In  Glavis's  summary  he  says: 

However,  on  January  7,  1908,  only  ten  days  later,  Assistant  Com 
missioner  Dennett,  directed  that  the  Cunningham  group  of  33  claim 
proceed  to  patent,  basing  his  action  upon  report  of  A^ent  Love,  bu 
contrary  to  recommendations  of  Agents  Jones  and  Glavis.  On  th< 
same  date,  January  7,  1908,  Commissioner  Ballinger  wired  Agen 
Love  to  send  plats  of  the  claims,  necessary  for  use  in  writing  patents 
Issuance  of  patents  was  prevented  by  Agent  Glavis  protesting  Dy  win 
and  report  January  22, 1908.    (G.,  p.  3?) 

Referring  to  this  statement,  Mr.  Schwartz  says: 

No  recommendation  was  ever,  to  my  knowledge,  made  by  eithe: 
Jones  or  Glavis  prior  to  the  telegram  of  Jailuary  23,  1908,  and  th< 
records  of  the  department  show  none.  On  the  contrary,  at  the  tim< 
of  said  clear  listing  the  information  in  the  office  in  relation  to  tin 
Cunningham  entries  consisted  of  the  report  of  Agent  Love,  herein 
after  referred  to,  and  two  reports  from  Agent  Jones.  The  report: 
of  the  latter  are  general  as  to  the  Alaska  situation,  consisting  of  i 
tabulation  of  the  record  of  evidence  in  the  land  office  at  Juneau 
and  the  submission  of  two  or  three  affidavits  from  different  individ 
uals  in  different  groups,  and  recommended  further  investigation 
(S.  16.) 

The  reports  from  Agent  Jones  of  August  3  and  August  10,  1907 
and  Exhibit  21,  referred  to  by  Agent  Jones  in  the  report  of  Augusi 
10, 1907,  show  that  the  entrymen  in  the  Cunningham  group  were  noi 
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"  dummy  "  entrymen,  but  that  the  alleged  invalidity  of  the  entries 
was  based  upon  a  preliminary  agreement  between  the  entrymen  to 
operate  jointly  after  patent  issued,  and  thereafter  to  hold  their 
ownership  and  beneficial  interest  in  the  form  of  stock  in  an  associa- 
tion composed  of  entrymen.  (See  Schwartz,  in  S.  Bee.,  p.  50;  also 
S.  Exhibit  10.) 

The  copy  of  the  records  in  the  General  Land  Office  relating  to 
the  "  Cunningham  "  claims  contains  a  number  of  letters  bearing  on 
these  matters  not  furnished  in  Glavis's  statement  Mr.  Schwartz 
states  that  in  December,  1907,  some  of  the  entrymen  in  the  Cun- 
ningham group  appeared  before  Commissioner  Ballinger  and  were 
heard  orally  upon  the  bona  fides  of  their  claims.  "  My  recollection 
is  that  there  was  consideration  of  the  question  whether  a  tentative 
agreement  to  combine  and  operate  jointly  after  patent  issued,  and 
thereafter  hold  their  ownership  and  beneficial  interest  in  the  form 
of  stock  in  an  association  composed  of  entrymen,  would  invalidate 
claims,  where  each  man  has  paid  all  expense  and  purchase  price  of 
his  own  claim."  Upon  that  proposition  he  states  Mr.  Dennett  and 
the  mineral-land  lawyer  of  the  department,  Mr.  E.  C.  Finney,  and 
Mr.  Ballinger  were  of  the  opinion  that  the  claims  would  be  valid. 
At  that  time  the  report  of  Special  Agent  Love,  .then  on  file  in  the 
department,  was  all  the  department  had  on  the  Cunningham  claims, 
and  it  was  favorable  to  the  entrymen  and  showed  that  the  plan  of 
consolidation  was  tentative,  and  that  the  entrymen  had  completed 
their  entries  and  made  payment.  Commissioner  Ballinger,  in  view 
of  this  state  of  the  records,  directed  that  the  claims  be  clear  listed 
and  sent  to  the  mineral  division  for  approval  for  patent  if  the 
papers  were  regular,  and  that  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  be 
notified  that  these  claims  were  clear  listed  upon  Love's  report  of  date 
August  2, 1907.  (S.  Rec,  p.  50.)  Thereupon  Chief  of  Field  Service 
Schwartz  issued  an  order,  under  date  of  December  26,  1907,  to  Mr. 
J.  T.  Murphy: 

Upon  the  attached  report  from  Special  Agent  Love,  you  will  please 
notify  Division  N  that  the  Alaska  coal  land  entries  in  said  report 
mentioned  are  clear  listed  as  to  Division  P.  You  will  also  notify 
Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis.     (S.  Rec.,  p.  55.) 

On  January  4,  1908,  Chief  of  Division  N  was  notified  accordingly 
by  Chief  Schwartz  (S.  Rec,  56),  and  on  January  7,  1908,  Assistant 
Commissioner  Dennett  wrote  Glavis  at  Portland,  inclosing  for  his 
information  "a  list  of  Alaska  coal  entries,  which,  upon  report  of 
Special  Agent  Love,  have  been  clear  listed  in  Division  P,  and  referred 
to  Division  N  for  action."     (S.  Rec,  p.  57.) 

Glavis  in  his  summary  states  "  issuance  of  patents  was  prevented 
by  Agent  Glavis  protesting  in  wire  and  report  dated  January  22, 
1908 "  (p.  3),  and  in  his  statement  he  says,  "Under  these  circum- 

Digitized  by  VjOOQlC 


506      INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY. 

stances  I  vigorously  protested  against  the  issuance  of  patents,  and 
on  January  22, 1908, 1  sent  the  following  telegram  and  letter."  The 
telegram  to  the  commissioner  reads: 

Coal  entries  mentioned  your  letter  January  7  should  not  be  clear 
listed.    Letter  follows.    (G.  9.) 

This  telegram  was  referred  to  Division  P,  and  immediately  upon 
its  receipt,  Chief  of  Field  Service  Schwartz  recalled  the  order  clear 
listing  the  coal  entries  and  directed  that  further  action  be  not  taken 
in  connection  with  said  entries  until  further  advised.  (S.  Rec.,  62-63.) 

Gl  a  vis's  letter  of  January  22,  1908,  acknowledged  receipt  of  the 
letter  of  January  7  from  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office  and  stated  that : 

During  the  summer  of  1907  said  entries,  among  others,  were  par- 
tially investigated  by  Special  Agent  H.  T.  Jones,  who  under  date  of 
August  10,  1907,  reported  that  from  the  preliminary  investigation 
made  he  believed  that  the  said  entries  were  fraudulent,  and  recom- 
mended further  investigation. 

Twice  since  making  said  report  Mr.  Jones  has  called  your  atten- 
tion to  the  same,  recommending  further  investigation  of  all  the 
Alaska  coal  cases.    (G.,  p.  10.) 

Reference  to  Special  Agent  Jones's  report  shows  that  no  special 
mention  was  made  therein  of  this  particular  group  of  claims.  There 
was  transmitted  with  that  report  a  statement,  marked  "  Exhibit  21," 
which  refers  to  the  Cunningham  claims,  and  consists  of  affidavits  by 
two  of  the  locators  stating  the  circumstances  under  which  they  had 
located  and  their  intentions  to  develop  the  property  through  con- 
certed action.    (S.  Ex.  10.) 

The  report  of  August  10,  1907,  while  recommending  strict  investi- 
gation, makes  no  specific  reference  to  the  Cunningham  claims,  nor 
does  the  further  report  of  August  13,  1907,  although  in  Love's  report 
of  August  2,  1907,  a  brief  statement  was  made  of  the  question  affect- 
ing those  entries,  and  Mr.  Love  expressed  an  opinion  favorable  to 
the  entrymen.  It  is  therefore  perfectly  obvious  that  the  action  of 
the  Commissioner  [Ballinger]  in  directing  that  the  Cunningham 
claims  be  clear  listed  was  in  accordance  with  the  only  specific  recom- 
mendation of  one  of  the  agents  who  had  investigated  the  claims  then 
in  the  department,  and  that  it  was  out  of  abundant  precaution  in  the 
protection  of  the  public  interest  that  he  required  notice  of  this  action 
to  be  sent  to  Special  Agent  Glavis  in  advance  of  the  issue  of  any 
patents,  so  that  he  might  advise  the  General  Land  Office  in  case  he 
knew  of  any  reason  why  these  particular  claims  should  not  pass  to 
patent.  So  far  from  requiring  a  "vigorous  protest,"  the  mere  tele- 
gram from  Glavis  stating  that  the  claims  should  not  be  clear  listed 
caused  them  to  be  recalled  by  Mr.  Schwartz.  That  action  by  Mr. 
Glavis  appears  by  his  letter  to  have  been  based  entirely  upon  a 
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general  suspicion  that  all  Alaska  coal  entries  were  fraudulent,  and 
that  the  reports  of  Mr.  Love  were  not  reliable  because  of  his  political 
ambitions  rather  than  by  reason  of  any  evidence  within  his  knowl- 
edge as  to  these  particular  claims. 

Mr.  Glavis  does  not  include,  among  the  letters  submitted  by  him, 
one  written  to  him  by  Commissioner  Dennett,  under  date  of  Febru- 
ary 5,  1908,  as  follows : 

I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  January  22,  1908,  asking  for  the 
further  suspension  of  certain  Alaska  coal  entries,  known  as  the 
"  Cunningham  group."  These  entries  had  been  clear  listed  upon  a 
report  of  Special  Agent  Love,  and  subsequently  upon  wire  from  you 
the  suspension  was  reinstated.  In  concluding  your  letter  you  say 
that:  "I  expect  to  be  able  to  submit  a  report  thereon  within  a  few 
months." 

This  is  not  sufficient.  The  office  feels  that  applicants  to  purchase 
coal  lands  in  Alaska  have,  for  reasons  not  in  any  way  chargeable  to 
you,  already  been  considerably  delayed. 

You  will,  therefore,  on  receipt  of  this  letter,  proceed  to  Spokane 
and  complete  your  investigation  and  make  final  report  as  to  these 
claims. 

I  inclose  you  herewith  copy  of  letter  and  telegram  reports  from 
Special  Agent  Love  upon  which  the  cases  in  question  were  clearlisted. 
The  office  will  also  give  consideration  to  the  other  matters  referred  to 
in  your  letter  of  the  22d  ultimo.     (S.  Rec,  pp.  63-64.) 

Mr.  Glavis  does  include  in  his  statement  a  letter  written  to  him  by 
Special  Agent  Jones  under  date  of  December  2,  1907,  which  appar- 
ently was  procured  by  him  to  be  written  before  he  had  been  intrusted 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases  and  while  he  was 
endeavoring  to  secure  control  of  them.  The  letter  contains  a  report 
of  alleged  conversations  of  Mr.  Jones  with  Mr.  Balli^iger,  while  com- 
missioner of  the  General  Land  Office,  in  which  Mr.  Ballinger  is  stated 
to  have  expressed  opinions  unfavorable  to  the  state  of  the  law  as  it 
then  affected  the  Alaska  coal-land  entries.  Jones  says  that  after 
receiving  instructions  to  go  to  Alaska  and  make  investigation  in  the 
matter  he  returned  to  Seattle  and  saw  Judge  Ballinger,  who: 

probably  believing;  that  I  was  more  familiar  with  the  procedure  of 
the  office  in  regara  to  investigations  of  alleged  frauds,  left  the  matter 
to  me  for  the  time  being.  About  this  time  I  had  met  Mr.  H.  K. 
Love,  special  agent  located  in  Alaska,  and  I  took  him  to  Judge 
Ballinger's  office  and  introduced  him  to  the  Judge.  Mr.  Love  was 
desirous  of  prolonging  his  stay  in  Seattle,  for  family  reasons,  and 
it  was  agreed  that  he  should  assist  in  the  investigation  of  these 
entries.  He  took  the  affidavits  of  quite  a  number  of  persons,  some  of 
them  prominent  men  of  Seattle,  and  I  took  several.     (G.  p.  3.) 

This  letter  was  in  Glavis's  possession  when  he  wrote  to  Commis- 
sioner Dennett,  on  January  22, 1908,  that  Agent  Love 

did  not  go  to  Spokane,  where  the  claimants  reside,  whose  entries  have 
been  clear  listed,  shortly  after  the  preliminary  investigation  by 
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Agents  Love  and  Jones.  I  understand  that  Agent  Love  returned  U 
Alaska,  where  he  has  since  remained,  but  since  there  are  not  more 
than  two  or  three  entrymen  in  this  group  whom  Agent  Love  could 
have  interviewed  in  Alaska,  I  am  unable  to  understand  how  he  could 
intelligently  report  on  the  said  entries.     (G.,  p.  10.) 

Moreover,  the  report  of  Special  Agent  Jones,  dated  August  13 
1907,  shows  that  only  11  of  the  entrymen  in  the  Cunningham  group 
resided  at  Spokane,  while  21  resided  in  other  parts  of  the  State  oi 
Washington.  (S.  Rec,  pp.  37-48.)  Jones's  letter  to  Glavis  of  De- 
cember 2,  1907,  describes  the  method  of  procedure  which  Jones  and 
Love  adopted  to  carry  out  the  Commissioner's  instructions : 

to  get  data  concerning  each  group  of  entries  for  said  lands,  so  as  tc 
enable  him  to  speak  intelligently  before  Congress.     (G.,  4.) 

Jones  says  he  went  to  Portland  and  Spokane  and  interviewed  five 
or  six  entrymen  in  each  town,  endeavoring  to  get  one  or  two  of  each 
group  as  requested.  He  then  returned  to  Seattle,  within  ten  days, 
and  found  that  Love  had  interviewed  Lippy,  Munday,  and  others 

Munday,  Love,  and  I  had  a  conference  with  Judge  B.  in  the 
Judge's  office,  and  Munday  made  a  plain  statement  of  what  he  in- 
tended to  do.  He  said,  in  so  many  words,  that  he  intended  to  get 
as  much  coal  land  as  possible.  He  admitted  that  he  had  other  people 
file  on  lands  for  him  and  in  one  or  two  instances,  if  I  remember  cor- 
rectly, he  had  supplied  the  money  himself.  I  recollect  that  Munday 
and  I  had  quite  an  argument  at  the  time.  He  said  that  he  wanted 
to  go  about  this  matter  in  the  proper  way  and  did  not  want  to  get 
anything  illegally  and  that  he  did  not  think  that  he  was  getting 
anything  illegally.  /  said  that  if  the  procurement  of  persons  who 
did  not  fiane  money  to  make  the  payments  required  by  law  and  whose 
rights  were  merely  being  used  by  Munday  and  Ms  associates  for 
their  own  gain  was  proceeding  in  a  legal  manner,  then  my  knowledge 
of  the  spirit  of  all  land  laws  was  very  defective,  as  I  supposed  thai 
one  could  not  barter  away  his  rights  or  give  another  an  interest 
therein  before  getting  title  to  the  land. 

The  Judge  was  asked  by  Munday  to  say  whether  or  not  his  scheme 
for  getting  these  lands  was  legal  but  the  Judge  refused  to  commit 
himself. 

******* 

There  was  no  concealment  of  facts  in  any  instance  during  my  in- 
vestigation, by  the  applicants,  except  in  the  case  of  a  man  in  Spokane 
who  was  engineering  the  Doughten  deal.  I  do  not  recollect  his 
name,  but  he  denied  that  he  had  had  anything  to  do  with  the  matter. 
All  the  other  applicants  came  out  boldlv  in  tneir  statements.  Those 
who  were  financing  a  company  or  had  stock  in  some  organization 
based  upon  this  coal  land  frankly  told  me  what  they  expected  to  do 
with  the  land  and  answered  every  other  question  that  I  asked  with 
equal  frankness.     (G.,  5.) 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  statements  in  this  letter  do  not  corre- 
spond with  those  in  Jones's  reports  of  August  10  and  August  13, 
1909,  above  quoted,  where  there  is  no  allusion  to  entries  by  "  dummy  " 
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entrymen,  T>ut  the  questions  involved  are  stated  to  depend  on  the  in- 
tention of  the  entrymen  to  operate  in  combination  with  each  other. 

SECRETARY     BALLING  Ee's     PROFESSIONAL     RELATIONS     TO     CUNNINGHAM 

CLAIMANTS. 

In  Gla vis's  summary  it  is  stated : 

In  March,  1908,  Mr.  Ballinger  resigned  as  commissioner,  returned 
to  Seattle,  and  practiced  law.  He  was  retained  as  legal  representative 
for  the  Cunningham  group  and  by  a  large  number  of  others  inter- 
ested in  the  coal  fields.  Mr.  Ballinger  represented  such  claimants 
until  he  became  secretary.    (G.,  p.  3.) 

The  same  statement  is  made  in  the  more  detailed  charges.  (G.,  13.) 
In  answering  this  statement,  Mr.  Ballinger  says : 

I  deny  I  was  retained  as  "  legal  representative  "  of  the  Cunning- 
ham group  and  by  a  large  number  of  others  interested  in  the  coal 
fields  and  that  I  represented  such  claimants  until  I  became  Secre- 
tary. The  only  professional  connection  I  had  with  the  Cunning- 
ham group  of  coal  entries  was  as  given  in  my  general  statement  hereto 
attached,  and  I  advised  or  received  retainers  from  no  other  group 
of  entrymen  or  individual  entrymen,  except  in  the  preparation  of  arti- 
cles of  incorporation  to  enable  them  to  be  brought  under  the  act  of 
May  28, 1908,  as  heretofore  stated.    (B.,  p.  18.) 

Mr.  Ballinger  further  states  that  after  he  had.  resigned  as  Com- 
missioner of  the  General  Land  Office  and  returned  home — 

Mr.  Cunningham  did  not  call  upon  me  professionally  at  this  time, 
as  I  recall  it,  out  complained  of  the  manner  in  which  he  had  been 
treated  by  Special  Agent  Glavis,  claiming  that  Glavis  had  stolen 
from  him  a  memorandum  book  which  he  had  permitted  Glavis  to  see 
when  he  took  his  (Cunningham's)  affidavit,  in  connection  with  the 
method  of  entry  of  the  Cunningham  claims.  He  stated  that  this 
memorandum  book  had  been  forwarded  by  Glavis  and  made  a  part  of 
the  Land  Office  files.  Either  then  or  subsequently,  he  showed  me  a 
copy  of  the  affidavit  which  Glavis  had  taken,  and  also  a  letter  written 
by  Assistant  Commissioner  Fimple  in  regard  to  the  right  of  entry- 
men  jointly  working  coal  entries.  I  told  Mr.  Cunningham  that  the 
Fimple  letter  was  not  a  departmental  ruling  (as  he  was  Assistant  Com- 
missioner of  the  Land  Office)  that  woulclbind  the  department,  and 
would  not  save  him  or  his  group  of  entries  against  the  charge  or  con- 
solidation or  combination  m  violation  of  the  statute,  and  at  a  subse- 
quent date,  which  I  do  not  now  remember,  suggested  an  amendment 
to  his  former  affidavit,  which  he  made  by  explaining  in  detail  what  he 
meant  by  certain  terms^  used  in  his  former  affidavit. 

I  had"  at  different  times  during  that  summer  conversations  with 
Mr.  Clarence  Cunningham,  Mr.  C.  J.  Smith,  of  Seattle,  Mr.  John  A. 
Finch,  of  Spokane,  and  Mr.  Henry  Wick,  oi  Ohio,  in  regard  to  these 
entries.  My  attitude  with  them  in  all  conversations  was  to  the  effect 
that  I  did  not  believe,  in  view  of  the  state  of  the  record,  that  they 
could  secure  patents  under  the  law,  unless  they  were  willing  to  take 
advantage  ot  the  statute  of  May  28,  1908,  which  would  permit,  if 
they  had  otherwise  complied  with  the  law,  a  consolidation  of  entries 
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to  the  extent  of  2,560  acres,  with  limitations  against  monopoly  i 
restraint  of  trade  in  coal,  etc  Mr.  Smith  protested  that  this  lai 
was  so  unreasonable  that  they  would  be  unable  to  borrow  the  mone 
so  as  to  develop  the  consolidated  claims  under  the  act  of  May  21 
1908;  that  no  one  would  loan  money  under  such  rigid  limitation 
of  possible  forfeiture  through  the  fault  of  an  agent  or  employee  o 
the  company.  Knowing  that  I  anticipated  a  trip  East,  Mr.  Smit 
and  Mr.  Cunningham  earnestly  solicited  me  to  call  upon  Secretar 
Garfield  to  see  if  anything  could  be  done  with  their  claims  lookin 
to  the  issuance  of  patent. 

I  consented  to  see  Secretary  Garfield  and  discuss  the  matter  wit! 
him,  as  well  as  with  Commissioner  Dennett,  and  see  what  the  dc 
partment  considered  it  was  able  to  do  under  the  law.  I  made,  durin, 
the  summer,  a  special  trip  to  West  Mentor,  Ohio,  to  see  Mr.  Gai 
field  in  respect  to  this  matter,  and  also  spoke  to  Mr.  Dennett  about  it 
my  principal  contention  being  that  the  book  that  was  in  disput 
was  not  proper  evidence  to  show  conspiracy  against  the  individua 
entrymen  who  had  no  knowledge  of  the  matters  noted  therein,  an 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  memoranda  was  made  long  prior  to  th 
locations  upon  which  they  were  seeking  patents,  and  upon  location 
which  were  attempted  to  be  made  under  the  placer  mineral  law: 
which  were  claimed  to  have  been  subsequently  abandoned  and  r< 
entered  under  the  law  of  April  28,  1904.  I  remember  saying  to  Mi 
Garfield  that,  notwithstanding  this,  the  facts  relating  to  their  metho 
of  working  the  claim  might  be  embarrassing  as  showing  an  intentio 
to  consolidate  their  entries  and  preclude  their  securing  patents  unles 
they  came  under  the  new  law.  Mr.  Garfield  was  firm  in  his  positioi 
as  well  as  Mr.  Dennett,  that  they  must  bring  themselves  under  th 
new  law  of  May  28,  1908,  if  they  expected  to  secure  patents  for  thi 
group  of  claims.  In  view  of  the  circumstances,  I  was  unwilling  t 
further  urge  action  upon  the  department,  as  I  found  the  attitud 
of  both  Mr.  Garfield  and  Mr.  Dennett  the  same  as  I  had  anticipatec 
and,  returning  to  Seattle,  so  advised  Mr.  Cunningham  and  Mr.  Smitl 
It  will  be  understood  that  this  law  of  May  28,  1908,  was  passed  aft€ 
I  had  resigned  as  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  anc 
except  for  the  circulars  received,  I  was  not  advised  as  to  the  attitud 
of  the  department  respecting  the  same  until  I  had  my  conversatio 
with  Secretary  Garfield  at  West  Mentor. 

As  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  I  had  drafted  the  Cal 
bill,  which  was  introduced  in  the  House  through  the  Committee  o 
Public  Lands,  which  provided  a  method  of  consolidation  and  dispose 
of  Alaska  coal  lands,  with  provisions  restraining  combinations  tenc 
ing  to  create  a  monopoly  in  the  mining  or  sale  of  coal.  The  act  c 
May  28,  1908,  was,  in  a  measure,  an  outgrowth  of  this  Cale  bill^an 
also  followed  the  principle  involved  in  the  recommendations  containe 
in  my  official  report  for  1907  as  Commissioner  of  the  General  Lan 
Office,  to  which  reference  is  respectfully  made. 

I  received  from  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Cunningham  $200  or  $250  t 
cover  expenses  in  connection  with  my  visit  to  the  East  This  is  a! 
that  was  ever  paid  to  me,  or  my  firm,  in  connection  with  this  matte] 
and  no  fee  was  ever  charged  unless  the  surplus  of  this  money  wa 
applied  for  services. 

On  returning  to  Seattle,  as  above  stated,  I  advised  Mr.  Smith  an 
Mr.  Cunningham  of  the  attitude  of  Secretary  Garfield,  and  told  thei 
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that  Secretary  Garfield  had  intimated  to  me  that  they  might  secure 
patents  to  their  claims  if  they  were  willing  to  come  in  under  the  act 
of  May  28,  1908.  I  further  said  to  them  that  they  were  likely  to  be 
cited  to  show  cause  why  their  claims  should  not  be  canceled  unless 
they  brought  themselves  under  that  statute. 

Shortly  after  this  time  Mr.  Glavis  furnished  me  a  copy  of  the 
opinion  rendered  by  Judge  Hanford  in  the  case  of  the  United  States 
v.  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  et  al.,  October  5, 1908,  which  I 
gave  to  Mr.  Smith,  and  told  him  I  thought  it  had  a  close  application 
to  the  facts  in  his  case,  which  decision  was  adverse  to  the  defendants, 
the  coal  claimants. 

I  had  nothing  to  do  with  these  cases  after  this,  having  abandoned 
my  connection  with  them,  believing  that  it  was  futile  to  undertake 
to  assist  the  parties  inasmuch  as  they  were  obdurate  in  taking  advan- 
tage of  the  law  of  May  28, 1908. 

Some  time  in  the  late  fall  of  1908,  Mr.  John  A.  Finch,  of  Spo- 
kane, one  of  the  entrymen  in  the  Cunningham  group  of  claims, 
called  at  my  office  with  Mr.  Cunningham,  and  Mr.  Henry  Wick,  of 
Ohio  (also  an  entryman),  and  I  think  one  other  person,  and  asked 
me  in  a  friendly  way  to  state  to  Mr.  Wick  what  I  thought  the  situa- 
tion was  as  to  the  possibility  of  their  securing  patents.  I  frankly 
stated  that  I  did  not  believe  the  department  would  grant  the  patents 
in  view  of  the  record  under  the  law  of  April  28,  1904;  that  proceed- 
ings were  likely  to  be  brought  at  an  early  date  seeking  to  cancel  their 
entries  unless  they  undertook  to  incorporate  and  bring  themselves 
under  the  act  of  May  28, 1908 ;  that  if  they  consolidated  as  provided 
by  that  act  certain  groups  of  claims,  and  secured  their  patents,  they 
could  apply  to  Congress  for  remedial  legislation  in  order  to  obviate 
the  difficulties  which  Mr.  Smith  contended  would  prevent  them 
from  financing  and  operating  the  mines.  Mr.  Finch  heartily  agreed 
with  my  suggestion  and  in  my  presence  urged  Mr.  Cunningham  to 
follow  the  same,  but  Mr.  Cunningham  insisted  that  it  was  not  prac- 
ticable. 

This  covers  in  full  my  relations  with  the  Cunningham  group  of  coal 
entries  in  Alaska,  as  respects  advice,  conference,  counsel,  or  interest 
looking  to  their 'securing  patents  to  these  lands. 

I  had  given  no  further  consideration  to  these  entries  and  had 
nothing  further  to  do  with  them  prior  to  my  appointment  as  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior.     (B.,  pp.  2-6.) 

NEW  LEGISLATION  OF  1908. 

Secretary  Garfield  in  his  report  of  the  year  1907,  touching  on  coal 
lands,  advocated  the  leasing  of  such  lands  rather  than  granting  them 
in  fee  by  the  Government,  and  in  this  connection  made  the  following 
recommendation : 

Under  the  existing  law  no  one  individual  is  permitted  to  purchase 
more  than  160  acres,  nor  can  an  association  or  corporation  purchase 
more  than  320  acres.  In  some  fields  containing  the  highest  grade  of 
coal  it  would  be  possible  to  develop  a  mine  profitably  on  this  small 
acreage,  but  in  the  very  great  majority  of  instances  a  much  larger 
acreage  is  necessary. 
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While  many  of  the  difficulties  which  have  arisen  regarding  the 
enforcement  of  the  law  have  been  due  to  unwise  restrictions  imposed 
by  the  statute,  yet  neither  an  executive  officer  nor  a  court  is  justified  in 
refusing  to  enforce  the  law  and  impose  the  penalty  because  he  does 
not  agree  with  or  believe  in  the  wisdom  of  the  statute.  If  men  com- 
mit perjury  or  cause  others  to  commit  perjury  for  the  purpose  of 
evading  the  law  they  can  not  properly  plead  as  an  excuse  the  fact 
that  they  could  not  operate  a  mine  on  an  area  to  which  the  law  re- 
stricted them.  Because  of  these  serious  defects  Congress  has  been 
asked,  and  will  be  asked  again,  to  consider  the  amendment  of  this 
statute.  I  can  not  urge  too  strongly  the  need  of  a  change  in  the 
policy  hitherto  adopted  by  the  Government  for  the  disposition  of  the 
coal  land. 

The  coal  remaining  in  the  public  domain  should  be  so  used  as  to 
induce  its  development  in  accordance  with  the  needs^  of  the  countrv, 
but  at  the  same  time  to  prevent  waste  or  monopolization  in  the  hands 
of  a  few.  In  order  to  accomplish  these  purposes  the  man  or  the  cor- 
poration producing  the  coal  must  be  given  an  area  sufficiently  large 
to  warrant  the  expenditure  of  the  money  necessary  to  profitably 
develop  and  market  the  coal.     (D.,  p.  73.) 

President  Roosevelt,  in  his  message  to  the  Sixtieth  Congress,  after 
discussing  the  desirability  of  the  Government  retaining  the  right  to 
keep  the  fee  of  the  coal,  oil,  and  gas  fields  in  its  possession,  and  to 
lease  the  rights  to  develop  them  under  proper  regulations,  or  to  sell 
the  coal  deposits  under  limitations  to  conserve  them  as  public  utili- 
ties, said : 

The  regulations  should  permit  coal  lands  to  be  worked  in  sufficient 
quantity  oy  the  several  corporations.  The  present  limitations  have 
been  absurd,  excessive,  and  serve  no  useful  purpose,  and  often  render 
it  necessary  that  there  should  be  either  fraud  or  else  abandonment  of 
the  work  of  getting  out  the  coal. 

Referring  to  Alaska,  he  said : 

The  coal-land  laws  should  be  changed  so  as  to  meet  the  peculiar 
needs  of  the  Territory.    This  should  be  attended  to  at  once ;  for  the 

S resent  laws  permit  individuals  to  locate  large  areas  of  the  public 
omains  for  speculative  purposes,  and  cause  an  immense  amount  of 
trouble,  fraud,  and  litigation.     (D.,  p.  72.) 

On  February  27, 1908,  Mr.  Cale  introduced  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives a  bill  entitled  "  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  coal  deposits 
in  the  district  of  Alaska,  and  for  other  purposes."  (H.  R.  18198.) 
This  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  On  April  20, 
1908,  Mr.  Mondell  also  introduced  a  bill  entitled  "  a  bill  to  encourage 
the  development  of  coal  deposits  in  the  district  of  Alaska"  (H.  R. 
21412) ,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  and 
ordered  to  be  printed.  On  April  23,  1908,  Mr.  Heyburn  introduced 
a  bill  in  the  Senate  (S.  6805)  entitled  "  a  bill  to  encourage  the  devel- 
opment of  coal  deposits  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,"  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 
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The  Senate  Committee  on  Public  Lands  referred  the  latter  bill  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  [Garfield]  for  information  and  advice 
on  the  subject. 

On  May  3,  1908,  Secretary  Garfield  reported  to  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  as  follows : 

I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  since  November  12, 1906,  coal  lands 
in  the  District  of  Alaska  have  been  withdrawn  from  location,  and 
filings  and  entries  have  been  allowed  only  upon  claims  initiated  prior 
thereto.  The  surveyor-general  for  Alaska  has  reported  the  approval 
of  251  surveys  of  coal  claims  aggregating  37,000  acres.  ^  Final  entry 
has  been  made  of  33  of  said  claims,  approximating  in  area  5,000 
acres.  This  department  is  without  accurate  information  as  to  the 
total  number  of  locations  made  prior  to  the  date  mentioned,  as  many 
of  them  are  doubtless  yet  unsurveyed. 

I  am  of  opinion  that  the  right  to  perfect  entry  of  consolidated 
claims  shoula  be  confined  to  persons,  associations,  or  corporations, 
all  of  whose  members  or  stockholders  are  qualified  to  make  entry  of 
coal  lands,  thus  conforming  to  construction  of  existing  laws  by  the 
courts  and  by  this  department,  and  that  the  area  permitted  to  be  em- 
braced in  such  consolidated  entry  should  not  exceed  four  sections, 

2,560  acres. 

******* 

I  call  vour  attention  to  the  fact  that  if  this  bill  should  pass  in  its 
present  form  it  would  confirm  many  claims  which  have  been  initiated 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  existing  law  by  the  use  of  so-called 
u  dummy  entrymen."  Therefore,  I  suggest  that  the  bill  be  amended 
by  inserting  after  the  word  "Alaska"  in  line  4  of  page  1  the  fol- 
lowing: "  solely  in  their  own  interest  and  not  as  the  employed  agent 
of  another."     (G.  L.  O.  file  No.  2,  Part  I,  p.  32.) 

Section  1  of  the  bill  referred  to  reads  as  follows : 

That  all  persons,  their  heirs  or  assigns,  who  have  made  locations 
of  coal  lands  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska  at  the  time  of  the  passage 
of  this  act  may  consolidate  their  said  claims  or  locations  by  including 
in  a  single  claim  or  location  not  to  exceed  three  thousand  two  hun- 
dred acres  of  contiguous  lands,  and  for  this  purpose  such  persons, 
their  heirs  or  assigns,  may  form  associations  or  corporations,  or  may 
transfer  their  said  claims  to  other  persons,  associations,  or  corpora- 
tions, a  majority  of  whose  members  or  shareholders  are  qualified  to 
make  entry  of  coal  lands,  who  may  perfect  entry  of  and  acquire  title 
to  said  lands  in  accordance  with  the  other  provisions  of  law  under 
which  said  locations  were  originally  made,    *     *     *    . 

Another  bill  had  been  introduced  entitled  "A  bill  to  provide  for  the 
entry  and  sale  of  public  lands  containing  coal  "  (H.  R.  19421),  which 
was  referred  to  Secretary  Garfield  for  examination.  In  his  report, 
dated  April  20, 1908  (D.  Ex.,  1),  he  pointed  out  that  section  9  of  that 
bill 

practically  confirms  all  disputed  entries  or  locations  made  under  the 
coal-land  laws,  if  the  price  therefor,  as  of  the  date  of  such  entry  or 
location,  has  been  or  shall  be  paid.     It  would  seem  advisable  to 
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extend  opportunity  for  relief  to  those  who  are  under  charge  of  ac- 
quiring coal  land  under  other  laws,  or  indirectly  acquired  a  larger 
area  than  the  existing  coal  laws  permitted,  because  the  passage  of 
this  bill  by  Congress  will  recognize  the  fact  that  the  existing  coal- 
land  laws  are  not  practicable.  Their  impracticability  has  helped 
bring  about  the  practice  of  attempting  to  evade  them.  The  cul- 
pability of  such  evasion  is  admitted.  Yet  if,  after  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  those  under  charge  of  wrongful  action  should  De  willing 
to  take  their  land  with  the  very  considerable  penalty  of  assuming  all 
the  burdens  and  restrictions  of  the  new  law,  it  would  seem  proper  to 
confirm  their  right  to  so  much  of  the  land  as  shall  not  exceed  in 
area  the  maximum  amount  which  might  be  acquired  under  this  bill. 

I  therefore  suggest  as  a  substitute  for  section  9  of  the  bill  the 
following : 

"  Sec.  9.  That  any  persons,  associations,  or  corporations  who  have 
obtained,  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act,  claim  or  title  to  any  coal 
lands  of  the  United  States  by  alleged  unlawful  means,  shall,  upon 
proof  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  that  the 
full  coal  land  price  of  such  land,  as  classified  by  said  Secretary  under 
authority  of  law,  has  been  paid  to  the  United  States,  have  their  pat- 
ents confirmed  for  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred  sixty 
acres  of  such  coal  lands,  if  patents  have  issued,  or  if  patents  have 
not  issued,  shall  receive  patents  for  not  to  exceed  said  area :   *    *    *." 

This  substituted  section  offers  opportunity  for  relief,  and  at  the 
same  time  automatically  carries  witn  it  a  punishment  proportioned  to 
the  value  of  the  coal  lands  in  question.    *    *    * 

And  he  further  suggested  adding  sections  extending  the  provisions 
of  this  bill  to  Alaska.  In  other  words,  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
Garfield  explicitly  recommended  compromising  all  question  of  ille- 
gality in  the  location  and  entry  of  coal  lands,  to  the  extent  of  2,560 
acres,  upon  payment  of  the  classified  price  for  the  same  as  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Much  discussion  ensued  over  these  proposed  measures.  On  May 
13,  1907,  Secretary  Garfield  transmitted  to  Senator  Flint  a  bill  for 
Alaska  "  which  is  very  nearly  like  Senator  Heyburn's  and  Mr. 
Mondell's  bills,  introduced  to  meet  the  difficulties  now  existing  in  that 
Territory."  (G.  L.  O.  files  No.  2,  Part  I,  p.  35.)  This  bill  author- 
ized "  all  persons,  their  heirs  and  assigns,  who  have  made  locations 
of  coal  lands  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska  solely  in  their  own  interest 
and  not  as  the  employed  agents  of  others,"  prior  to  November  12, 

1906,  or  in  accordance  with  the  circular  of  instructions  of  May  16, 

1907,  to  "  consolidate  their  claims  or  locations  "  to  the  extent  of  2,560 
acres  of  contiguous  land.     (G.  L.  O.  files  No.  2,  Part  I,  p.  36.) 

May  12,  1908,  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  reported  to  the 
House  a  substitute  measure  for  Senate  bill  6805,  which  was  passed  by 
both  Houses  and  approved  May  28,  1908,  being  entitled  "An  act  to 
encourage  the  development  of  coal  deposits  in  the  Territory  of 
Alaska." 
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DISPUTED  CONSTRUCTION  OP  ACT  OP  1908. 

Section  1  of  this  act  provided: 

That  all  persons,  their  heirs  and  assigns,  who  have  in  good  faith 
personally  or  by  an  attorney  in  fact  made  locations  of  coal  land  in 
the  Territory  of  Alaska  in  tneir  own  interest, 

prior  to  November  12,  1906,  or  in  accordance  with  the  circular  of 
instructions  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  May  16,  1907 — 

may  consolidate  their  said  claims  or  locations  by  including  in  a 
single  claim,  location,  or  purchase,  not  to  exceed  2,560  acres  *  *  * 
and  for  this  purpose  might  form  associations  or  corporations  to  per- 
fect entry  and  acquire  title  to  such  lands  in  accordance  with  the 
other  provisions  or  law  under  which  said  locations  were  originally 
made. 

Immediately  after  the  passage  of  this  act,  in  connection  with  the 
preparation  of  a  circular  letter  of  instructions  for  procedure  under 
it,  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  its  proper  construction  developed 
between  Mr.  Woodruff,  Assistant  Attorney-General  for  the  Interior 
Department,  and  Mr.  Schwartz  and  Mr.  Dennett.  Mr.  Schwartz 
prepared  a  careful  analysis  of  the  act,  in  which  he  contended  that 
the  act  applied  only  to  persons  who  had  made  locations  in  good  faith 
in  their  own  interests,  and  that  when  a  corporation  applied  to  enter 
consolidated  claims: 

There  should  also  be  filed  with  each  corporate  or  association  ap- 
plication an  affidavit  from  the  original  owner,  heir  or  assignee  of 
each  claim  showing  said  claim  was  located  in  good  faith  by  said  per- 
son in  his  own  interest,  and  not  in  the  interest  of,  for  the  benefit  of, 
or  at  the  request  of ,  or  as  employee  or  agent  of  any  other  person, 
firm,  or  corporation,  and  that  the  said  claim  was  so  held  by  said 
locator,  heir  or  lawful  assignee  until  the  date  when  transferred  to 
said  corporation ;  that  said  transfer  was  for  the  purpose  of  permit- 
ting affiant  to  consolidate  said  claim  with  others  under  the  act  of  May 
28,  1908 ;  that  affiant  shall  also  show  the  capital  stock  of  said  corpo- 
ration, the  number  of  shares  by  him  received  for  his  claim  and  that 
he  holds  said  shares  unincumbered,    *     *     *.     (S.,  p.  11.) 

Mr.  Dennett  states  that  while  the  proposed  regulations  were  under 
preparation  he  directed  Mr.  Finney  to  prepare  (as  he  did)  a  memo- 
randum for  Secretary  Garfield,  setting  forth  Commissioner  Dennett's 
views  of  the  proper  construction  of  the  act,  which  differed  somewhat 
from  those  of  Mr.  Schwartz,  and  suggested  a  much  stricter  interpre- 
tation of  the  act  than  was  given  by  the  proposed  circular.  "  He  is 
further  of  the  opinion  that  the  act  was  not  intended  to  benefit  those 
who  had  really  made  the  locations,  not  in  their  own  interest,  but  in 
the  interest  of  other  individuals  or  of  corporations."  (D.  Ex.,  3.) 
Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  on  July  3, 1908,  sent  to  Secretary  Garfield 
at  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  the  circular  which  he  and  Mr.  Woodruff 
thought  should  be  approved,  which  gave  a  much  broader  construction 
to  the  act  than  Mr.  Schwartz  and  Mr.  Dennett  thought  advisable. 
24991 — Vol  1 — 10 38 
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The  circular  stated  as  a  qualification  of  applicants  for  a  consoli- 
dated claim  under  the  act  that  each  member  of  the  association 

*  *  *  must  be  shown  to  be  qualified  to  make  entry  under  the  coal 
land  laws  applicable  to  Alaska  and  to  be  the  owner  by  location,  in- 
heritance, or  purchase  of  an  undivided  interest  in  the  consolidated 
claim    *    *    *. 

A  corporation  applying  to  consolidate  its  claims  must  show  at  date 
of  application  that  not  less  than  70  per  cent  of  its  stock  is  held  by  per- 
sons qualified  to  enter  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  and  to  this  end  each  such 
application  must  be  accompanied  by  a  list  of  the  stockholders,  show- 
ing their  respective  holdings  of  stock  in  the  corporation  and  the  per- 
sonal affidavits  of  those  holding  such  65  per  cent  of  the  capital  stock, 
showing  their  qualifications  under  the  law. 

PENDING  ENTRIES. 

Claims  embraced  in  unpatented  entries,  if  the  entrymen  shall  so 
elect,  may  be  consolidated  into  a  single  entry  under  this  act,  upon 
presentation  of  a  proper  application  therefor,  "  within  twelve  months 
from  date  hereof."     (D.  Ex.  15.) 

Mr.  Garfield,  by  telegram  of  July  11,  approved  the  draft  of  the 
circular,  with  the  exception  of  a  definition  of  the  phrase  "  persons 
qualified  to  enter  coal  lands,"  contained  in  the  draft,  which  he  thought 
might  be  too  narrow,  and  with  that  eliminated  authorized  the  issue 
of  the  proposed  instructions  in  accordance  with  such  draft.  (D.  Ex. 
5.)  The  circular  was  accordingly  issued  under  date  of  June  27, 1908. 
(G.  L.  O.  file  No.  2,  pt.  2.) 

In  the  fall  of  1908  there  was  organized  in  the  departments  a  sort 
of  board  of  cooperation,  and  Mr.  Schwartz  says  "in  the  hopes  of 
getting  in  the  circular  an  amendment  which  would  require  such  an 
initial  showing  on  the  part  of  the  claimants  as  would  disclose  the 
real  situation,  or  at  least  furnish  my  agents  with  a  basis  on  which 
to  acquire  it,"  on  December  16,  1908,  he  delivered  to  Mr.  Woodruff 
a  memorandum  setting  up  his  views  as  to  the  proper  construction 
and  effect  of  the  act  of  1908,  and  suggesting  that  the  committees  on 
cooperation  take  up  the  question  and  ascertain  whether  more  stringent 
regulations  are  warranted  as  to  Alaska  coal  land  laws.  (S.,  11-12.) 
In  the  course  of  this  memorandum  Mr.  Schwartz  said : 

Suppose  in  five  or  ten  years  Guggenheim  shall  have  acquired  con- 
trol of  these  lands?  Will  it  be  cnarged  to  Secretary  Garfield  and 
Commissioner  Dennett?  And  will  Congress  be  able  to  say — as  it 
can  in  the  timber  and  stone  act — that  the  department  has  taken  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  and  in  effect  changed 
"may  consolidate"  to  "who  have  heretofore  consolidated;"  and 
when  the  act  says  that  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  (bona  fide 
claims)  persons  "may  form  *  *  *  corporations,"  we  have  in  effect 
said  that  corporations  "heretofore  formed?  and  having  heretofore 
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consolidated  claims  by  taking  unlawful  assignments,  may  now  make 
final  proof  and  get  patent  unless  a  special  agent  can  jimmy  into  the 
inner  consciousness  of  these  entrymen  and  compel  them  to  admit, 
in  words,  they  were  dummies  from  the  first?     (S.,  12.) 

December  29,  1908,  Assistant  Attorney-General  Woodruff  wrote 
to  Commissioner  Dennett  asking  him  to  have  Mr.  Schwartz,  in  con- 
junction with  Mr.  Finney  or  Judge  Witten,  prepare  a  suggested 
modification  of  the  regulations  concerning  "  consolidations  "  of  coal 
locations  in  Alaska  along  the  lines  suggested  by  him  to  Mr.  Schwartz, 
which  they  would  then  take  up  carefully  and  in  cooperation. 

Personally  [he  said]  I  am  pleased  beyond  measure  to  notice  officials 
using  the  foresight  and  forethought  expressed  in  Mr.  Schwartz's 
fears  concerning  the  effect  of  the  regulations.  I  agree  with  him 
thoroughly  that  it  is  up  to  us  all  to  protect  the  Secretary  and  you 
from  criticism  that  you  fall  short  of  grasping  the  full  meaning  of 
the  "  consolidation  "  act,  and  that  by  so  doing  you  give  to  any  person, 
corporation,  or  trust  the  monopoly  of  coal  in  Alaska.  It  may  be 
notning  can  be  done  under  the  law,  but  I  would  like  to  see  Mr. 
Schwartz  prepare  suggested  modification  of  the  regulations  in  order 
that,  if  legally  possible,  it  may  be  adopted.    (D.  Ex.  XVIII.) 

Mr.  Schwartz  thereupon  prepared  a  memorandum  (D.  Ex.,  19), 
which  Mr.  Dennett  at  first  signed,  but  on  reading  it  over  he  saw  that 
it  did  not  coincide  with  his  views,  in  that  Mr.  Schwartz  insisted  on 
the  invalidity  of  all  agreements  made  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act. 
Mr.  Dennett  did  not  agree  with  Mr.  Schwartz  on  that  point,  and 
put  a  memorandum  on  the  letter  to  hold,  expecting  to  take  the 
matter  up  more  fully,  but  it  was  postponed  and  did  not  come  up  again 
until  May,  1909,  after  a  conference  between  Secretary  Ballinger,  Mr. 
Schwartz,  and  himself.    (D.,  78.) 

The  letter,  as  drafted  by  Mr.  Dennett,  tad  so  signed,  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  act — 

*  *  *  does  not  by  its  terms,  either  expressly  or  impliedly,  cure  or 
confirm  any  entries  which  prior  to  its  passage  were  suoject  to  cancel- 
lation for  fraud;  that  the  act  is  intended  to,  and  does,  provide  a 
method  by  which  persons  who;  prior  to  November  12,  1900,  had  in 
good  faith  and  in  their  own  interests  made  coal  entries  might  on 
or  after  May  28,  1908,  consolidate  their  claims  or  locations;  and  for 
that  purpose  they  might  on  or  after  May  28,  1908,  form  "associa- 
tions or  corporations"  to  perfect  such  entries;  *  *  *.  (D.  Ex. 
XIX.) 

8U8FEN8ION  OF  GLAVIS'S  INVESTIGATION  IN  SPRING  OF  1908. 

Glavis's  summary  (p.  8)  proceeds  as  follows: 

During  the  spring  of  1908  Glavis  was  securing  valuable  evidence 
when  Commissioner  Dennett  ordered  him  to  postpone  investigations, 
although  Glavis  advised  him  that  to  defer  action  would  lessen  the 
government's  chances  to  cancel  the  claims.     On  October  7,  1908, 
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Glavis  was  directed  to  complete  investigation  within  sixty  days, 
totally  inadequate  time,  as  Glavis  advised  Commissioner  Dennett  1 
telegram.    (See  also  his  report,  p.  14.) 

The  following  letters  and  telegrams  are  not  included  in  M 
Glavis's  statement.  On  April  11,  1908,  in  writing,  he  requested  t 
General  Land  Office  to — 

Forward  to  me  "at  Portland  all  original  papers  relating  to  Alas] 
coal  cash  entries  and  coal  declaratory  statements.  Also  wire  loc 
land  office  in  Alaska  to  do  likewise.  Statute  of  limitations  will  pi 
vent  criminal  prosecution  after  next  October.  The  cases  thereto 
must  be  presented  next  month.  Only  Simmonds  and  Christoph 
groups  now  involved,  but  all  papers  are  necessary  should  others  d 
velop  as  time  would  then  be  too  limited  to  secure  same.     (D.,  24.) 

On  April  13,  1908,  the  General  Land  Office  telegraphed  him : 

No  entries  of  papers  in  this  office  except  Cunningham  group.  lie 
ister  and  receiver  at  Juneau  telegraphed  to  forward  papers.    (D.,  24 

On  the  same  day  Commissioner  Dennett  instructed  the  register  ai 
receiver  at  Juneau  by  telegram  to — 

Forward  to  Louis  R.  Glavis,  chief  of  field  division,  Portlan 
Oreg.,  all  original  papers  coal  cash  entries  and  coal  declaratory  stat 
ments  of  locations.    (X).,  25.) 

May  20, 1908,  the  register  and  receiver  advised  Commissioner  De 
nett  that — 

Upon  receipt  of  your  telegraphic  instructions  of  April  13,  19C 
all  of  the  papers  on  file  in  this  office  relating  to  coal  land  declaratoi 
statements  and  pending  application  and  entries  were  prepared  ar 
forwarded  to  L.  R.  Glavis,  chief  of  field  division,  Portland,  as  ther 
in  directed.    (D.,  p.  25.) 

Commissioner  Dennett  in  his  statement  says: 

When  Mr.  Glavis  was  here  in  May,  1909,  I  called  his  attention 
the  fact  that  complaints  were  being  made  that  these  papers  were  n 
on  file  in  the  local  land  office,  and  therefore  were  not  open  to  co 
sultation.  He  cited  the  authority  which  was  given  the  register  ar 
receiver  at  Juneau  to  send  these  papers  to  him,  and  under  which  ] 
held  them.  Upon  my  asking  him  whether  they  had  been  submits 
to  the  grand  jury  he  said  "No."  *  *  *  Mr.  Glavis  still  has,  i 
I  am  informed,  tnese  papers.    (D.,  p.  25.) 

And,  he  might  have  added,  he  has  never  taken  any  action  whatevi 
to  bring  those  criminal  prosecutions  which  he  advised  the  Land  Offii 
must  be  brought  before  October,  1908,  to  escape  the  bar  of  the  statu 
limitations. 

On  March  17, 1908,  M.  C.  Moore,  one  of  the  Cunningham  entryme 
wrote  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  complaining  of  t! 
delay  in  the  issuance  of  patents,  and  urging — 

if  there  is  any  failure  to  comply  strictly  with  Alaska  coal  land  laws,  < 
the  federal  statutes,  or  if  fraud  is  charged,  the  nature  of  the  i 
regularities  or  the  charge  should  be  made  known.     (S.  Rec,  70-71 
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On  March  28, 1908,  Commissioner  Dennett  telegraphed  Glavis: 

Wire  date  this  office  will  receive  report  Cunningham  group  in 
Alaska  coal  entries.    Answer  by  wire  quick. 

March  30,  Glavis  replied : 

Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  28th.  Will  report  Cunningham 
oup  for  cancellation.  Owing  to  transfer  being  made  with  II eu- 
ausen  and  other  matters  it  is  impossible  to  complete  investigation 
before  May.  Entrymen  involved  appear  to  be  well  informea  con- 
cerning all  action  as  shown  by  your  files.  Should  contents  herein 
be  learned  additional  information  will  be  made  impossible.  (S. 
Rec.,  72.) 

By  letter  dated  April  20, 1908,  which  is  not  included  or  referred  to 
in  Glavis's  summary  or  report,  he  transmitted  to  Chief  of  Field 
Service  Schwartz,  a  journal  relative  to  the  Cunningham  group  of 
coal  entries,  secured  by  him  from  Clarence  Cunningham,  entryman 
and  agent  for  a  large  number  of  coal-land  entrymen  in  Alaska, 
together  with  an  affidavit  of  Cunningham  taken  by  him,  and  copies 
of  other  affidavits  admitting  the  statement  made  in  the  Cunningham 
affidavit  to  be  true.  Besides  this  journal  Glavis  stated  he  had  also 
secured  numerous  other  exhibits  showing  an  additional  understanding 
and  agreement  in  so  far  as  the  pooling  was  concerned.  He  also 
stated : 

Before  I  am  able  to  complete  my  report  it  will  be  necessary  for  me 
to  interview  one  of  the  entrymen,  now  at  Los  Angeles,  CaL,  and  I 
expect  to  procure  from  him  a  full  and  complete  confession  concerning 
the  agreement  appearing  on  page  1  of  the  journal,  and  also  the  ref- 
erence to  W.  B.  Heyburn  found  on  page  5.  Should  it  be  determined 
to  institute  criminal  proceedings,  I  am  quite  sure  that  I  will  be  able  to 
secure  all  the  stenographer's  notebooks  containing  letters  dictated  by 
Clarence  Cunningham  to  Mr.  Heyburn.     (S.  Rec,  p.  77.) 

The  journal  referred  to  in  the  affidavits  and  letter  contains  a  full 
and  detailed  statement  of  receipts  and  disbursements  made  by  Clar- 
ence Cunningham  for  account  of  the  group  of  persons  united  with 
him  from  February  1, 1903,  to  December,  1907  (S.  Rec,  pp.  92-127), 
and  two  affidavits  of  Clarence  Cunningham  relating  to  the  entries  in 
this  book  were  transmitted  with  it  to  the  General  Land  Office. 

Referring  to  his  telegram  of  March  30,  above  quoted,  Glavis,  in  his 
statement,  continues : 

The  improper  information  which  the  claimants  in  the  Cunningham 
group  haa  secured  in  Washington  was  related  to  me  by  one  of  t1  e 
claimants,  ex-Governor  Miles  C.  Moore,  who  happened  in  at  the 
Ranier  Grand  Hotel  in  Washington  during  the  afternoon  while  I 
was  taking  the  affidavit  of  Clarence  Cunningham.  Mr.  Moore  said 
to  me  that  Mr.  Ballinger  had  arranged  to  patent  the  Cunningham 
entries  and  would  have  done  so  had  I  not  sent  a  telegram  asking 
that  patent  be  withheld  until  an  investigation  could  be  made.  This 
nearly  frustrated  our  efforts  to  secure  the  facts,  since  Mr.  Cunning- 
Digitized  by  LrOOQ  IC 


520      INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY 

ham  was  under  the  impression  that  I  was  investigating  a  compl 
which  alleged  that  the  Guggenheim  syndicate  controlled  the  cla 
He  loaned  me  his  books  to  disapprove  this  supposed  compb 
forgetting  at  the  time  that  while  his  books  disproved  the  all* 
control  by  the  Guggenheims,  they  conclusively  proved  collusion 
fraud  on  the  part  of  the  claimants  themselves.     (G.,  pp.  13-14.) 

As  to  this  Mr.  Dennett  says: 

I  can  but  say  that  his  subsequent  assertions  as  to  what  Govei 
Moore  stated  do  not  sustain  him.  There  are  no  files  guarded  n 
than  the  files  of  the  reports  of  special  agents.  *  *  *  I  do 
know  how  Governor  Moore  obtained  the  fact  asserted,  but  that  i 
ance  of  a  patent  is  held  up  at  the  request  of  a  special  agent  is 
necessarily  held  to  be  a  secret,  as  are  the  contents  of  the  agent's 
port.  An  interested  party  is  entitled  to  know  what  is  the  statu 
nis  claim,  though  not  the  character  of  the  protest  until  service 
charges.    (D.,  p.  20.) 

The  record  shows  that  Mr.  Cunningham  and  other  representat 
of  the  entrymen  embraced  in  the  Cunningham  group  were  in  Wi 
ington  in  the  spring  of  1908  in  the  interests  of  the  pending  legislai 
above  referred  to.  Moreover,  the  entrymen,  of  course,  knew  that 
matter  had  been  held  up  pending  investigation  and  they  must  h 
learned  the  general  nature  of  the  objections  to  patent. 

While  the  affidavit  of  Clarence  Cunningham,  sworn  to  Marcl 
1908  (S.  Rec.,  pp.  77-79),  dealt  principally  with  facts  going  to  si 
that  the  Guggenheim  syndicate  was  not  directly  or  indirectly  in 
ested  in  the  coal  fields  embraced  in  these  entries,  the  affidavit  of  O. 
Jones,  one  of  the  other  entrymen  of  the  same  group,  sworn  to  Ma 
5, 1908,  dealt  principally  with  facts  going  to  show  that  the  entryi 
were  not  "  dummies ;  "  that  they  had  advanced  their  own  monej 
pay  for  the  land  which  "  was  expended  by  Cunningham  to  deve 
and  improve  the  coal  field  as  a  whole ;  "  and  further  going  on  to  si 
that  while  nearly  all  of  the  32  claimants  were  acquainted  with  e 
other — 

the  matter  of  the  formation  of  a  company  was  never  formally 
cussed  at  any  of  our  meetings,  but  we  have  discussed  this  quest 
among  ourselves  as  we  were  well  satisfied  that  we  could  not  har 
the  claims  individually;  *  *  *  we  have  therefore  underst 
among  ourselves  that  when  title  had  been  secured  we  would  fori 
company  and  combine  the  entire  group ;  this  was,  however,  positr 
the  only  understanding;  we  had  no  written  agreement  or  any  w 
ten  instrument  whatsoever.     *     *     *     (S.  Rec,  p.  89.) 

Agent  Love  reported,  August  2,  1907,  he  had  conversed  with 
Cunningham  on  this  same  subject  and  had  from  him  a  statement  a 
the  facts  concerning  the  understanding  of  the  entrymen  that  t 
were  to  develop  all  of  the  entries  as  a  whole,  through  a  company 
be  formed  by  them.     (S.  Rec.,  p.  30.) 

The  assumption  in  Mr.  Glavis's  statement  that  Mr.  Cunningl 
could  have  supposed  that  the  only  obstacle  to  the  granting  o 
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patent  was  the  question  whether  or  not  the  Guggenheim  syndicate 
controlled  the  claims  is  therefore  entirely  at  variance  with  the  facts 
shown  in  the  record.  There  is  no  other  statement  of  fact  made  by 
Mr.  Glavis  to  sustain  the  allegation  that  improper  information  had 
been  secured  by  the  claimants  in  the  Cunningham  group,  or  that  his 
efforts  to  secure  the  facts  had  been  nearly  frustrated  or  in  any  way 
impaired  by  reason  of  obtaining  such  information. 

As  to  the  effect  of  the  alleged  disclosure  of  information  by  the 
department,  it  may  be  observed  in  passing  that  Mr.  Glavis  states 
that  while  Cunningham's  books  disproved  the  alleged  control  by 
the  Guggenheims,  "they  conclusively  proved  collusion  and  fraud 
on  the  part  of  the  claimants  themselves." 

Glavis  does  not  give  either  a  copy  or  the  date  of  the  telegram  which 
he  says  was  sent  to  him  by  Commissioner  Dennett  instructing  him  to 
discontinue  the  investigation,  although  he  says  he  had  advised  Mr. 
Dennett  by  wire  that  to  discontinue  the  same  would  greatly  lessen 
the  Government's  chance  to  secure  sufficient  evidence  to  cancel  these 
fraudulent  applications.    (G.,  p.  14.) 

Mr.  Dennett's  telegram  to  discontinue  was  dated  May  2,  1908. 
(S.  22.) 

It  will  be  noted  that,  as  above  mentioned,  on  April  20,  Glavis  had 
written  to  Mr.  Schwartz  indicating  that  in  order  to  complete  his  re- 
port it  was  only  necessary  for  him  to  interview  one  of  the  entrymen  at 
Los  Angeles,  Cal.,  from  whom  he  expected  to  procure  a  full  and  com- 
plete confession  concerning  the  agreement  appearing  on  page  1  of 
Cunningham's  journal,  and  also  with  reference  to  W.  B.  Heyburn, 
found  on  page  5.    (S.  Rec.,  p.  76.) 

Mr.  Glavis's  statement  would  indicate  that  the  notice  to  discontinue 
was  sent  without  any  previous  intimation  of  such  action,  and  despite 
protests  that  it  would  greatly  lessen  the  Government's  chances  of  suc- 
cess, and  the  inference  is  that  this  action  was  improper  and  contrary 
to  the  Government's  interests.  He  fails  to  disclose  the  circumstances 
and  the  record  of  telegrams  and  letters  leading  up  to  this  order. 

Mr.  Dennett  and  Mr.  Schwartz  each  state  that  in  April,  1908,  the 
appropriation  available  for  the  expenses  of  the  General  Land  Office 
was  nearly  exhausted. 

*  *  *  the  Oregon  cases  were  calling  for  immediate  attention, 
and  Mr.  Glavis  had  been  complaining  of  the  fact  that  Inspector 
Neuhausen,  who  was  then  working  with  the  Department  of  Justice, 
had  retained  a  great  number  of  papers,  which  rendered  it  impossible 
for  him  as  chief  to  act  intelligently.  The  office  just  prior  to  this 
time  was  endeavoring  to  ascertain  the  exact  situation  involved  in 
the  papers  held  by  Mr.  Neuhausen  and  trying  to  secure  possession 
of  the  same.  *  *  *  Mr.  Glavis  urgently  represented  that  there 
were  a  large  number  of  cases  that  needed  immediate  attention,  nota- 
bly the  C.  A.  Smith  entries,  in  order  to  prevent  the  statute  of  limi- 
tions  terminating  the  Government's  case.    (D.,  p.  22*) 
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Mr.  Schwartz  states  than  on  April  28,  1908,  communications  wei 
sent  to  each  special  agent  disbursing  officer,  including  Glavis,  callin 
in  funds  for  a  redistribution  thereof,  with  a  view  to  avoiding,  so  fa 
as  possible,  discontinuance  of  pressing  work.  The  letter  and  telegrai 
to  Glavis  are  as  follows: 

April  28,  1908. 
Mr.  Louis  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Snt:  The  condition  of  the  appropriation  is  such  that  it  will  b 
necessary,  in  order  to  carry  the  present  force  during  the  balance  o 
the  fiscal  year,  that  the  average  monthly  account  of  agents,  includinj 
transportation,  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  $250  per  month  per  agent 
You  are  advised  that  expenses  incurred  by  you  for  the  last  quarte 
in  excess  of  the  sum  of  $6,550  will  not  be  paid.    It  appears  fron 
your  statement  that  you  had  on  hand  April  1,  $1,180.84.    You  ar 
advised  that  during  the  quarter  an  additional  sum  of  $5,369.16  wil 
be  deposited  to  your  credit.    Should  the  sundry  civil  bill,  as  reporter 
to  the  House  by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  become  a  law 
additional  funds  will  be  available  for  the  month  of  June. 
Very  respectfully, 

(Signed)  Fred  Dennett, 

Commissioner. 
(S.,  22-23.) 

The  following  day  a  telegram  was  sent  to  Mr.  Glavis,  with  respec 
to  the  civil  service  status  of  one  of  his  clerks,  stating  that  her  appoint 
ment  could  not  be  extended,  and  on  the  same  day  he  telegraphed  t< 
the  General  Land  Office  referring  to  the  previous  telegram  ant 
saying: 

*  *  *  If  this  is  rendered  necessary  by  reason  of  the  depletion  o 
the  appropriation  involved,  it  would  be  more  economical  to  furloug] 
Alexander.  Spaulding  necessary  to  assist  me  in  interviewing  3« 
Alaska  coallierymen  located  in  California.     *     *     * 

As  the  records  show  that  only  2  or  3  of  the  Cunningham  claimant 
reside  in  California,  30  in  Washington,  and  2  in  Ohio,  it  is  obviou 
that  this  telegram  did  not  refer  to  the  Cunningham  claims.  (S, 
23-4.) 

On  April  29,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  again  telegraphed  as  follows: 

United  States  attorney  desires  investigation  of  Umatilla  cases 
and  of  1,000  cases  in  which  patents  must  be  attacked  within  nex 
few  months.  Trial  commence  May  16.  Hearings  and  Alaska  case 
will  engage  force  until  July.  To  properly  meet  situation  7  additiona 
agents  necessary. 

(Signed)  Glavis,  Chief. 

(S.,  24) 

Mr.  Schwartz,  after  quoting  this  telegram,  says: 

The  office  realized  the  force  of  these  representations,  and  that 
unless  special  efforts  were  made  in  that  behalf,  prospective  action 
for  the  recovery  of  timber  lands  of  immense  value,  institution  o: 
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which  was  dependent  upon  field  investigations  in  Oregon,  would 
fail  because  of  the  bar  01  the  statute  of  limitations.  No  money  was 
available  for  pay  of  additional  men,  so  that  suggestion  could  not 
be  met.  As  heretofore  indicated,  however,  the  Alaska  coal  claims, 
and  particularly  the  Cunningham  claims,  had  been  suspended,  and 
the  status  thereof  could  not  change;  hence,  although  the  necessity 
therefor  was  regretted,  it  was  pressing  and  imperative,  and,  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  cooperate  witn  the  United  States  attorney  in  pend- 
ing criminal  cases  to  secure  data  for  proposed  civil  suits  and  avoid 
the  statute  of  limitations,  Glavis  was  wired  as  follows : 

"Discontinue  investigations  now  being  made  Alaska  coal  cases. 
Until  letter  reaches  you  defer  action.  Assign  special  agents  to  Ore- 
gon matters.  Three  special  agents  have  been  directed  by  wire  to 
report  to  you  at  once  tor  duty.  This  rendered  necessary  by  reason 
of  the  depletion  of  the  appropriation  involved.  You  will  govern 
yourself  accordingly. 

u  Dennett." 

To  meet  the  situation  in  the  civil  suits  the  Attorney-General  was 
conferred  with,  and  the  result  telegraphed  Mr.  Glavis  on  May  6  as 
follows : 

"Attornev-General  has  wired  United  States  Attorney  McCourt  au- 
thority to  file  bill  in  equity  in  land  cases.  Assist  McCourt  with  all 
special  agents  if  necessary.  Keep  personal  command  of  special 
agents  during  all  Oregon  land  fraud  cases.  Wire  for  any  record 
wanted  from  General  Land  Office  or  Neuhausen. 

"Dennett,  Commissioner  .n 

(S.,  p.  24.) 

Mr.  Schwartz,  in  his  original  statement  (S.,  p.  24),  stated  that  no 
advice  either  by  wire  or  otherwise  to  the  effect  that  to  discontinue  in- 
vestigation would  lessen  chances  of  cancellation  was  ever  received  at 
the  General  Land  Office,  but  by  a  supplemental  letter  to  you,  dated 
September  10,.  1909,  he  advised  you  that  since  the  preparation  of  his 
formal  statement  he  had  found  a  letter  which  he  transmitted  to  you, 
addressed  by  Mr.  Glavis  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office,  under  date  of  May  1,  1908,  and  received  in  Washington  on 
May  6,  1908,  in  which  letter  Mr.  Glavis  says : 

As  also  stated  in  my  telegram,  the  hearings  and  Alaska  cases  will 
engage  the  present  force  until  July.  A  number  of  more  cases  are  now 
ready  to  be  set  for  hearing,  so  that  the  hearings  will  extend  until 
July  1.  The  Alaska  cases  are  now  well  under  way  and  could  not  be 
dropped  without  greatly  affecting  the  final  outcome  of  the  cases, 
because  we  have  found,  in  the  majority  of  the  cases,  that  they  are 
fraudulent,  and  to  definitely  postpone  further  investigation  at  this 
time  the  persons  involved  would  have  ample  time  to  advise  the  other 
coal  claimants  who  have  not,  as  yet,  been  interviewed,  and  in  order 
to  complete  said  cases  by  July  1  it  will  require  all  the  time  of  the 
other  agents  who  are  not  engaged  in  handling  the  hearings. 

*  *  *  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  the#  appropriation  is  possibly 
running  low,  and  that  all  the  field  divisions  are  in  great  need  of 
additional  agents,  but  the  conditions  existing  here  are  not,  perhaps, 
encountered  in  any  other  division,    *    *    *• 
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Mr.  Schwartz  further  says  that  strenuous  efforts  were  being  made 
to  secure  from  Congress  an  appropriation  adequate  to  the  necessities 
of  the  Land  Office,  and  in  anticipation  of  favorable  action,  on  May 
12,  1908,  having  prior  to  that  time  secured  from  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  authority  in  the  premises,  Mr.  Schwartz  prepared,  and 
Secretary  Garfield  signed,  and  sent  to  Mr.  Glavis  a  letter,  author- 
izing him  upon  receipt  of  a  wire  from  the  Commisioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office,  releasing  the  letter,  to  employ  a  number  of 
extra  employees  for  not  exceeding  six  months.  (S.,  pp.  25-26.) 
That  the  purpose  was  to  have  about  forty  qualified  persons  ready  to 
begin  work  the  day  the  bill  passed.  On  May  28,  1908,  immediately 
on  the  passage  of  the  appropriation  act,  Commissioner  Dennett  sent 
a  telegram  to  Glavis,  which  the  latter  does  not  refer  to  in  his  state- 
ment, saying: 

Secretary  of  Interior  letter  May  12,  released.  Bill  signed  carry- 
ing $500,000  for  field  work,  half  immediately  available.  Limitation 
of  office  letter  April  28,  revoked.    Push  work.     (S.,  p.  26.) 

On  June  3, 1908,  Commissioner  Dennett  wrote  Glavis,  sending  him 
a  copy  of  the  act  approved  May  28,  1908,  "To  encourage  the  de- 
velopment of  coal  deposits  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,"  and  saying: 

You  will,  therefore,  so  modify  the  scope  of  your  investigations  and 
subsequent  reports  in  reference  to  Alaska  coal  lands  as  is  made  neces- 
sary by  the  terms  and  provisions  of  the  foregoing  bill.     (S.,  p.  27.) 

GLAVIS  CHARGES   THAT   HE   WAS   DIRECTED  TO   COMPLETE   INVESTIGATION 

IN  INADEQUATE  TIME. 

Glavis,  in  his  summary  (p.  3),  continues: 

On  October  7,  1908,  Glavis  was  directed  to  complete  investigation 
within  sixty  days,  a  totally  inadequate  time,  as  Glavis  advised  Com- 
missioner Dennett  by  telegram. 

The  only  specific  instructions  with  respect  to  renewing  such  inves- 
tigation referred  to  in  Mr.  Gla vis's  statement  are  those  contained  in 
the  letter  dated  October  7, 1908,  addressed  to  him  by  H.  H.  Schwartz. 
Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  (G.,  Exhibit  8),  which  letter  trans- 
mitted to  him  a  copy  of  an  original  affidavit  of  Clarence  Cunning- 
ham, sworn  to  September  4,  1908,  which  had  been  filed  with  the 
Land  Office,  the  letter  stating : 

Your  investigation  of  these  coal  entries  was  temporarily  deferred 
during  the  pendency  in  the  last  Congress  in  a  bill  to  provide  addi- 
tional laws  for  acquiring  title  to  Alaska  coal  lands.  Since  that  time 
the  condition  of  business  in  your  district  has  been  such  that  no  fur- 
ther investigation  has  been  had  of  these  particular  entries. 

You  are  directed  to  complete  your  investigation  along  the  original 
lines  and  so  prepare  the  Government's  case  as  to  be  able  to  present  all 
the  facts  at  a  hearing,  in  the  event  you  finally  make  adverse  report 
and  ask  for  the  cancellation  of  these  entries. 
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This  office  has  been  informally  advised  that  the  various  entrymen, 
known  as  the  Cunningham  group,  have  concluded  to  stand  upon  the 
old  law  and  ask  for  a  patent  upon  the  now-pending  applications. 
The  reports  as  made  by  you  to  this  office  show  that  these  applica- 
tions were  fraudulent  and  should  be  canceled.  Proceedings  will  be 
deferred,  however,  until  such  time  as  you  advise  this  office  that  you 
have  completed  your  investigations  and  are  ready  to  sustain  the 
Government's  case  in  the  hearing. 

No  time  limit  whatever  is  placed  upon  Glavis  in  this  letter. 

Cunningham's  affidavit,  so  transmitted,  contained  statements  in 
further  explanation  of  the  entries  in  his  private  journal,  heretofore 
referred  to,  and  consisted  in  an  effort  to  show  that  the  proceedings 
of  the  entrymen  had  been  entirely  within  the  law.  This  affidavit, 
sworn  to  September  4,  1908,  was  transmitted  to  Commissioner  Den- 
nett's private  secretary  on  September  17,  1908,  with  the  following 
memorandum  from  Secretary  Garfield : 

The  inclosed  affidavit  in  the  Cunningham  Alaska  coal  cases  is  to 
be  filed  in  Land  Office,  and  direct  Dennett  to  go  over  it  carefully  and 
bring  to  my  attention  on  my  return.  No  action  to  be  taken  till  I 
come.     (S.  Kec,  p.  143.) 

On  September  23,  1908,  Mr.  Schwartz  wrote  to  the  Commissioner 
of  the  Land  Office  a  careful  analysis  of  the  above-mentioned  affidavit, 
concluding  as  follows: 

I  am  still  of  the  opinion  that  these  claims  were  fraudulent,  and 
that  the  orders  issued  to  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  at  the  time 
the  Alaska  coal  bill  was  pending  in  Congress,  to  temporarily  suspend 
his  investigations,  should  now  be  revoked,  and  he  should  be  directed 
to  proceed  with  a  view  to  establishing  by  the  necessary  evidence  the 
complete  facts  in  relation  to  the  Cunningham  ana  Guggenheim 
claims.    (S.  Rec.,  153.) 

Mr.  Schwartz  was  evidently  not  informed  that  on  May  28,  1908, 
Commissioner  Dennett,  by  the  telegram  above  quoted,  rescinded  the 
suspension  and  instructed  Glavis  to  "  push  work." 

With  respect  to  Glavis's  statement  that  on  October  7, 1908,  he  was 
directed  to  complete  investigation  within  sixty  days,  a  totally  inade- 
quate time,  as  he  advised  Commissioner  Dennett  by  telegram,  Mr. 
Dennett  says  this  is  a  misstatement;  that  no  time  limit  was  set.  (D., 
p.  23.)  No  limit  is  set  in  the  letter  of  October  7,  1908.  (Glavis, 
Exhibit  8.)  Mr.  Schwartz  says  that  no  telegram  stating  that  such 
time  was  wholly  inadequate  is  of  record ;  that  neither  Commissioner 
Dennett  nor  himself  nor  anyone  in  his  office  had  ever  seen  such  a 
message: 

•  •  •  and  we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  it  was  sent.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  instructions  which  he  says  elicited  the  dis- 
patch were  not  given,  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  it  never  had  any 
existence.     (S.,  p.  29.  ) 
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The  record  further  shows  that  in  the  latter  part  of  September, 
1908,  Mr.  Schwartz  met  Mr.  Glavis  at  Helena,  and,  on  his  request, 
authorized  the  employment  by  him  for  thirty  days  of  two  additional 
special  assistants,  and  further  assigned  seven  additional  men  and  the 
entire  force  available  for  necessary  work  in  pending  court  cases,  so 
that  as  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior  advised  the  Attorney- 
General  on  September  30, 1908 : 

•  ♦  ♦  Seven  additional  men  and  the  entire  field  force  avail- 
agle  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  have  been  assigned  to  necessary  duty  in 
pending  court  cases  in  that  district.    (S.  Eec,  pp.  155-157.) 

It  further  appears  that  on  September  18,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  asked 
for  and  received  authority  to  expend  $400  for  the  purchase  of  four 
dogs,  and  $100  for  the  equipment,  such  as  sled,  harness,  etc.  (S.  Ex- 
hibit 12) ;  that  on  October  24, 1908,  at  his  request  the  salaries  of  all 
agents,  including  his  own,  were  increased  $3  per  day  while  on  duty 
in  Alaska.    (S.  Exhibit  13 ;  see  also  S.,  28-29.) 

Mr.  Schwartz  says: 

The  office  assumed,  and  had  a  right  to  assume,  that  the  instructions 
in  letter  of  October  8  (7?),  1908,  would  be  carried  out;  and  that  the 
directions  in  letter  of  June  3, 1908,  would  be  complied  with.    (S-,  29.) 

No  reports  appear  to  have  been  made  by  Mr.  Glavis,  nor  is  there 
anything  in  the  record  tending  to  show  any  progress  made  by  him  in 
this  investigation  after  the  receipt  of  the  letter  of  October  7,  1908, 
prior  to  March  10,  1909. 

THE  NEW   ADMINISTRATION   AND  ITS  POLICY. 

The  new  administration  came  in  on  March  5,  on  which  day  Mr. 
Ballinger  was  appointed  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  a  day  or  two 
later  Mr.  Schwartz  took  up  with  the  Secretary  the  general  condition 
of  the  field  work  of  the  land  department,  showing  some  37,000  cases 
pending  under  suspension.  They  canvassed  some  of  the  more  impor- 
tant cases,  and  Mr.  Schwartz  states  that  Secretary  Ballinger  advised 
him  that  he  would  not  consider  the  jCunningham  cases  because  he  had 
prepared  an  affidavit  for  Mr.  Cunningham,  and  that  Assistant  Sec- 
retary Pierce  would  handle  the  Alaska  matters.    (S.  Rec.,  p.  160.) 

On  March  16, 1909,  when  the  increased  appropriation  became  avail- 
able, new  districts  of  the  Land  Office  were  created,  and  Mr.  Glavis 
was  transferred  from  Portland  to  Seattle,  but  was  allowed  to  retain 
full  charge  of  the  Alaska  cases,     (D.,  23.) 

Mr.  Dennett  says: 

If  there  had  been  any  desire  on  the  part  of  this  office  to  thwart 
Mr.  Glavis  in  his  working  on  these  claims,  the  best  and  most  effi- 
cacious way  would  have  been  by  retaining  Mr.  Glavis  at  Portland  and 
appointing  a  new  chief  in  Seattle  with  charge  of  Alaska  cases 
•    •    •    (D.,  23-24.) 
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By  act  of  March  4, 1909,  Congress  mad*  the  following  appropria- 
tion: 

Depredations  on  public  timber,  protecting  public  lands,  and 
settlement  of  claims  for  swamp  land  and  swamp-land  indemnity  i 
To  meet  the  expenses  of  protecting  timber  on  the  public  lands,  and 
for  the  more  efficient  execution  of  the  law  and  rules  relating  to  the 
cutting  thereof;  of  protecting  public  lands  from  illegal  and  fraudu- 
lent entry  or  appropriation,  and  of  adjusting  claims  for  swamp  lands, 
and  indemnity  for  swamp  lands,  one  milUon  dollars,  to  be  imme- 
diately available,  of  which  sum  seven  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollars  is  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  up  the  work  of  the  General 
Land  Office  hereunder  so  as  to  make  the  same  current. 

Immediately  after  Secretary  Ballinger  assumed  office  Assistant 
Secretary  Pierce  announced  that  it  would  be  the  policy  of  the  depart- 
ment, as  suggested  in  this  appropriation,  to  commence  a  vigorous 
campaign  to  bring  the  work  of  the  General  Land  Office  up  to  date, 
so  as  to  make  it  current.  This  policy,  he  says,  has  been  carried  out 
in  all  suspended  entries  in  all  parts  of  the  United  States  ever  since. 
(P.,  p.  2.) 

Shortly  after  assuming  the  office  of  Secretary,  Mr.  Ballinger  states 
that  Mr.  Falcon  Joslin,  of  Fairbanks,  Alaska,  called  upon  him  and 
said  he  was  appointed  one  of  a  committee  of  the  American  Mining 
Congress  to  present  the  Alaska  coal  situation  to  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment. Mr.  Ballinger  requested  him  to  take  up  the  matter  with  As- 
sistant Secretary  Pierce,  and  asked  the  latter  to  give  a  full  hearing 
on  the  subject  and  make  a  report  to  him,  which  was  done.  Copies 
of  the  report  of  that  hearing  and  the  report  of  Mr.  Pierce  are  at- 
tached to  Mr.  Pierce's  statement  After  that  hearing,  and  before 
receiving  a  formal  report,  Mr.  Pierce  gave  the  Secretary  the  sub- 
stance of  the  testimony  taken  and  the  request  made  by  Mr.  Joslin 
that— 

in  so  far  as  existing  locations  are  concerned,  all  of  which  were  insti- 
tuted prior  to  November  12,  1906,  the  locators  desire  those  claims  in- 
vestigated and  patents  issued,  where  the  locations  are  found  to  be 
valid,  not  under  the  act  of  1908,  but  patented  as  160-acre  locations 
under  the  act  of  1904.    (P.,  pp.  3, 66-67.) 

With  respect  to  this  request,  Mr.  Pierce  noted  as  his  remarks  upon 
it  for  the  consideration  of  the  Secretary : 

You  have  already  directed  that  application  for  patent  to  coal  claims 
located  prior  to  November  12,  1906,  be  speedily  investigated  and 
patents  issued  where  no  fraud  is  discovered.  So  request  No.  1  need 
receive  no  further  attention  from  you  at  the  present  time.  (P.,  pp. 
44-45.) 

Mr.  Ballinger  says: 

•  *  *  Responsive  to  Mr.  Joslin's  requests,  I  sent  for  Mr. 
Schwartz  and  Mr.  Dennett  and  called  in  Mr.  Pierce,  and  directed 
speedy  action  looking  toward  the  adjustment  of  the  coal  situation  in 
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Alaska.     Pursuant  to  my  instructions,  Commissioner  Dennett  sent 
Ola  vis  this  telegram: 

March  10,  1909. 
u  Special  Agent  L.  B.  Glavis, 

"Portland,  Oreg.: 

u  Submit  at  once  complete  reports  on  present  status  investigation 
all  Alaska  coal  entries.  Make  separate  reports  on  separate  groups 
and  individual  reports  where  you  have  no  information  claim  is 
in  group.  In  reporting  upon  group  mention  individual  claims 
therein.  Your  reports  should  in  conclusion  place  entries  in  one  of 
four  classes,  to  wit:  Claims  wherein  present  information  suggests 
further  investigation  necessary ;  second,  claims  wherein  investigations 
and  evidence  warrant  adverse  proceedings  at  this  time;  third,  claims 
wherein  investigation  warrants  proceedings  to  patent;  fourth,  claims 
wherein  you  have  no  information.  Each  report  should  set  up  or  refer 
to  facts  upon  which  conclusion  is  based.  You  are  authorized  to  em- 
ploy extra  stenographers  for  two  weeks  at  twenty-five  per  week. 

"Dennett,  Commissioner." 

At  the  same  time  [continues  Secretary  Ballinger]  I  advised  each 
of  these  officers  of  the  fact  that  I  had  during  the  summer  in  a  measure 
advised  the  people  in  connection  with  the  Cunningham  group  of 
claims,  and  had  prepared  articles  of  incorporation  for  two  or  three 
companies  proposing  to  consolidate  under  the  law  of  May  28,  1908, 
and  told  them  that  I  was  disqualified  to  pass  upon  these  cases  and 
wanted  them  taken  over  and  handled  by  Mr.  Pierce  independent  of 
me  and  without  conference  as  to  individual  action  in  any  of  the  Cun- 
ningham cases,  but  that  inasmuch  as  the  entries  in  these  coal  fields 
had  remained  dormant  for  several  years  without  definite  action  on 
the  part  of  the  department,  I  thought  it  time  that  the  department 
should  take  them  up  and  act  upon  tnem  after  full  investigation  with 
the  least  possible  delay.  I  advised  Mr.  Dennett  that  if  it  were  neces- 
sary to  cancel  out  all  the  entries  Congress  would,  possibly,  at  the 
solicitation  of  entrymen  aggrieved,  take  such  action  as  was  mer- 
ited; that  I  did  not  want  the  responsibility  of  arbitrarily  holding 
up  these  cases  indefinitely,  and  that  I  wanted  a  definite  construction 
given  to  the  act  of  May  28,  1908.  It  should  be  understood  that  there 
are  approximately  963  suspended  coal  claims  in  Alaska  that  have  been 
pending  in  the  neighborhood  of  three  years.  While  I  had  determined 
to  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Cunningham  cases,  I  intended  to  see 
that  there  was  action  taken  respecting  the  entire  field.     (B.,  pp.  7-8.) 

Pursuant  to  the  instructions  given  in  the  telegram  of  March  10, 
1909,  Mr.  Glavis  states: 

I  submitted  reports  showing  the  present  status  of  the  several  groups 
of  cases,  and  although  a  majority  of  them  had  not  then  been  investi- 
gated at  all,  I  felt  that  the  evidence  secured  and  my  general  informa- 
tion of  the  situation  justified  recommendation,  which  I  made  in  every 
instance,  that  further  and  thorough  investigation  should  be  made. 
(G.,p.l5.) 

It  is  assumed  that  Mr.  Glavis  referred  to  the  963  pending  entries, 
excluding  the  Cunningham  case,  when  he  said,  "  A  majority  of  them 

Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOE  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.      529 

had  not  been  investigated  at  all,"  because  his  report  of  April  20, 1908, 
indicated  that  his  investigation  into  the  Cunningham  entries  lacked 
only  an  interview  with  one  of  the  entrymen  in  order  to  conclude  it. 

GLAVIS'S  REPORT  AS  TO  STATUS  OF  CUNNINGHAM  CASE. 

Mr.  Glavis  gives  in  his  statement  a  copy  of  his  report,  dated  March 
21,  1909,  with  reference  to  the  "  Christopher  group  "  of  Alaska  coal 
cases  which,  he  says,  is  quite  similar  to  the  others,  including  that  upon 
the  Cunningham  group.  His  report  on  the  Cunningham  group  is 
dated  March  23, 1909,  and  a  copy  of  it  is  furnished  by  Mr.  Schwartz 
as  a  part  of  the  record  in  the  General  Land  Office  relating  to  the 
Cunningham  case.  In  it  Glavis  repeats  the  insinuations  made  by  him 
in  earlier  communications  concerning  Special  Agent  Love  and  Special 
Agent  Jones,  refers  to  his  having  been  intrusted  with  supervision 
of  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  and  states: 

^  During  the  months  of  April  and  May  I  commenced  this  investiga- 
tion and  secured  about  200  affidavits,  but  before  sufficient  time  was 
allowed  to  complete  this  work  I  was  directed  to  postpone  taking  fur- 
ther action.  This,  as  I  advised  you  by  wire,  would  greatly  lessen  the 
Government's  chances  of  securing  sufficient  evidence  to  cancel  these 
fraudulent  applications.    (S.  Bee,  p.  165.) 

The  urgent  necessity  for  suspension  of  the  investigation  appears 
from  the  foregoing  statements,  and  the  arrangements  made  for  push- 
ing the  work  as  soon  as  the  new  appropriation  act  was  passed.  On 
May  28,  1908,  immediately  on  the  passage  of  the  appropriation  act, 
Glavis  was  instructed  by  telegram  to  push  his  work.  No  statement 
is  made  by  Glavis  which  would  indicate  that  the  Government's 
chances  for  securing  sufficient  evidence  to  cancel  the  Cunningham 
applications  were  in  the  slightest  degree  affected  by  this  brief  delay, 
nor  to  explain  why  he  took  no  further  action  whatever  before  the 
following  October.  He  says  that  before  the  work  was  discontinued 
certain  affidavits  were  taken,  copies  of  which  were  attached  to  his 
letter  and  extracts  given  in  it. 

The  extract  from  the  affidavit  of  Clarence  Cunningham,  which  he 
gives  without  date,  is  from  that  verified  March  6,  1908,  no  mention 
being  made  of  the  two  subsequent  affidavits  made  by  him  which  were 
on  file  in  the  department.  The  other  affidavits  and  papers  are  also 
those  already  on  file. 

In  addition  to  the  affidavits  secured  [he  says];  I  secured  numerous 
circulars  and  exhibits,  with  which  you  are  partially  familiar,  show- 
ing the  fraudulent  character  of  this  group  of  entries.  (S.  Bee, 
p.  167.) 

I  state  these  filings  were  fraudulently  obtained  [he  says],  because 
if  the  facts  admitted  by  the  agent  of  the  claimants  and  the  claimants, 
in  their  affidavits  hereto  attached,  had  been  set  out  in  the  declaratory 
statements  filed  in  the  Land  Office,  the  same  could  not  have  been 
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accepted  and  allowed  without  violating  the  statute.  •  •  •  (S. 
Rec,  p.  168.) 

In  the  course  of  investigation  heretofore  made  I  was  greatly  embar- 
rassed in  my  work  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  many  of  the  claimants 
appeared  to  be  fully  informed  as  to  recommendations  previously 
made  by  me  and  concerning  the  work  which  I  had  been  directed  to 
perform.  It  will  readily  suggest  itself  no  doubt  that  one  is  greatly 
handicapped  by  being  confronted  with  such  a  condition,  and  I  re- 
spectfully recommend  that  hereafter  due  care  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
claimants  or  anyone  interested  from  knowing  what  has  been  done  or 
is  contemplated. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  from  my  general  knowledge  of  the 
Alaska  coal-land  cases  I  believe  further  investigation  should  be  made, 
with  a  view  to  the  cancellation  of  the  entries.     (S.  Rec,  p.  170.) 

On  April  16,  1909,  Mr.  Schwartz  submitted  the  foregoing  report 
to  Mr.  Carr,  the  Secretary's  private  secretary,  with  a  written  memo- 
randum.    (S.  Rec,  pp.  179-181.) 

I  have  just  seen  this  report  [he  says],  and  to  say  that  I  am  sur- 
prised at  its  general  tenor  is  putting  it  rather  mild.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  records  disclose — 

1.  That  in  December,  1907,  while  in  this  city,  Mr.  Glavis  was  sup- 
plied with  a  complete  copy  of  all  papers,  records,  and  files  bearing 
upon  the  charges  of  irregularity  in  reference  to  the  entry  and  acqui- 
sition of  coal  lands  in  the  district  of  Alaska. 

2.  That  December  28,  1907,  he  was  advised  that  Chief  of  Field 
Division  Colter  was  making  certain  additional  investigations  in  the 
vicinity  of  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  the  letter  of  that  date  tb  Mr.  Glavis 
concludes: 

"  You  will  from  time  to  time,  as  rapidly  as  possible,  make  separate 
reports  upon  individual  entries  or  separate  group  of  entries,  to  the 
end  that  action  may  be  taken  without  further  delay. 

"  ( Signed)  Ballinger." 

3.  January  7,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised  that  the  particular 
group  known  as  the  Cunningham  group  had  been  clear  listed  upon 
the  favorable  report  of  Special  Agent  Love.  [This  clear  list  was 
immediately  withdrawn  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Glavis.] 

4.  February  5, 1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised :  "  You  will,  therefore, 
on  receipt  of  this  letter,  proceed  to  Spokane,  and  complete  your  inves- 
tigation, and  make  your  final  report  as  to  these  claims."  (Cunning- 
ham group.) 

5.  Subsequently  the  coal  investigations  in  Alaska  were  temporarily 
suspended,  pending  a  determination  of  what  procedure  might  be  had 
in  view  oi  the  coal  land  legislation  of  May  28,  1908,  which  was  in- 
tended to  permit  the  consolidation  of  claims  in  Alaska. 

6.  October  7,  1908,  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised,  among  other  things 
(quoting  from  the  letter  of  that  date  above  set  forth). 

7.  Mr.  Glavis  has  since  been  proceeding  under  that  last  instruction. 
Mr.  Glavis's  statement  that  ne  has  been  "  greatly  embarrassed  by 

reason  of  the  fact  that  many  of  the  claimants  appear  to  be  fully 
informed  as  to  recommendations  previously  made  by  me,  and  con- 
cerning the  work  which  I  had  been  directed  to  perform,"  is  not  under- 
stood in  this  office,  as  claimants  have  been  given  no  information, 
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except  the  general  proposition  that  their  claims  are  suspended  at  the 
request  of  field  officers. 

I  believe  the  various  statements  from  claimants,  quoted  by  Mr. 
Glavis,  fully  show  the  situation  in  reference  to  these  claims,  and  we 
should  determine  whether,  as  a  matter  of  law,  this  showing  warrants 
a  hearing,  and  if  it  does,  we  should  advise  Mr.  Glavis  that  these 
cases  must  be  speedily  brought  to  a  hearing  and  the  rights  of  the 
claimants  determined. 
Respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Chief  of  Field  Service. 
(S.  Rec,  pp.  179  to  181.) 

There  were  pending,  March  4,  1909,  in  the  General  Land  Office 
86,803  cases,  and  on  March  16,  1909,  Mr.  Schwartz,  chief  of  field 
service,  issued  a  circular  of  instructions  to  each  chief  of  field  division, 
giving  particular  instructions  with  respect  to  an  effort  to  clear  up  this 
accumulation  and  stating  the  objects  in  view  to  be,  among  others: 

Pending  cases,  including  old  snags,  will  all  be  closed  out  during  the 
coming  fiscal  year,  so  far  as  departmental  action  is  concerned,  in 
purely  departmental  cases  *  *  •.  Each  chief,  within  his  juris- 
diction, and  the  Chief  of  the  Special  Service  Division  in  the  General 
Land  Office  (or  other  office  chief  having  jurisdiction)  will  be  held 
directly  and  personally  responsible  for  the  steady  and  expeditious 
clearing  of  the  pending  dockets.    (S.,  pp.  31-52.) 

In  April,  1909,  Mr.  Schwartz  sent  two  new  appointees  to  Mr. 
Glavis,  who  wired  recommending  their  transfer  to  Portland,  saying: 

More  agents  unnecessary.  Authorize  employment  two  coal  experts. 
(S.,  p.  32.) 

On  April  9  the  General  Land  Office  acted  in  accordance  with  Mr. 
Gla vis's  request.  (S.,  p.  32.)  On  April  14  Secretary  Ballinger,  ex- 
pressing great  surprise  at  the  number  of  pending  cases  shown  in  the 
tabulated  statement  submitted  to  him,  saying,  among  other  things: 

I  do  not  wish  the  department  put  in  the  position  of  encouraging 
investigations  that  are  not  strictly  in  the  interests  of  protecting  the 
Government  on  the  one  hand  and  the  bona  fide  settler  or  locator  on 
the  other.  In  all  organizations,  such  as  your  field  organization,  the 
tendency  is  to  extend  the  field  of  operation  beyond  what  is  reasonable 
and  necessary  in  the  public  interest.  Your  officers,  therefore,  will 
have  to  justify  themselves  completely  in  the  scope  of  the  investiga- 
tions which  they  undertake.     (S.,  p.  33;  S.,  Exhibit  15.) 

He  further  suggested  that  a  conference  be  had  to  determine  whether 
there  were  not,  in  the  36,000  cases  pending,  some  cases  or  class  of 
cases  which  did  not  really  require  field  investigation.  (S.  Exhibit 
15.)  On  April  16,  1909,  Mr.  Schwartz,  in  a  letter  to  the  commis- 
sioner, analyzed  the  work  under  him  and  the  reasons  for  the  suspen- 
sions, and  pointed  out  the  fact  that  of  the  36,000  cases  16,745  were 
suspended  by  arbitrary  rule  of  the  department  itself,  without  rela- 
tion to  the  particular  merits  of  the  individual  cases.    (S.  Exhibit  16.) 
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In  response  to  the  orders  telegraphed  to  Mr.  Glavis,  March  10,  1909, 
Mr.  Schwartz  says: 

He  submitted  73  reports,  covering  all  the  coal  claims  in  Alaska, 
between  the  dates  of  March  20  and  the  middle  of  April,  1009,  in  each 
of  which  he  repeated  the  statements  contained  in  the  last  half  of 
page  1G  and  the  first  half  of  page  17,  and  the  two  paragraphs  in  the 
center  of  page  20  of  his  statement  to  you.  These  I  considered  an 
unwarranted  reflection  upon  the  Secretary,  Commissioner,  and  the 
office  generally.  So  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  one  except  government 
officials  entitled  thereto  has  ever  had  access  to  or  knowledge  of  any 
of  the  Alaska  coal  files.  Immediately  upon  receipt  of  these  reports 
containing  the  objectionable  language,  I  directed  Law  Examiner 
Murphy  to  draw  the  files  and  put  them  in  his  desk  and  only  permit 
their  inspection  upon  order  from  myself.  At  the  same  time,  I  called 
the  attention  of  Mr.  Carr,  private  secretary  to  Judge  BalUnger,  to 
the  different  statements  in  Air.  Glavis's  reports    *    *    *. 

referring  to  his  memorandum  above  mentioned.     (S.,  pp.  34-35.) 

On  April  9,  1909,  Miles  C.  Moore,  of  Walla  Walla,  Wash.,  wrote 
to  Secretary  Ballinger,  inquiring  concerning  the  status  of  certain 
coal  land  entries  in  the  Kayak  district,  Alaska,  more  especially  con- 
cerning that  one  made  by  himself.  (S.  Rec.,  184-185.)  On  April  20, 
1909,  Commissioner  Dennett  replied  that: 

The  office  has,  within  the  current  month,  received  a  detailed  report 
from  the  field  as  to  the  status  of  the  various  coal  entries  referred  to, 
and  the  matters  disclosed  in  said  report  preclude  action  on  the  entries 
at  this  time.  The  further  work  necessary,  by  reason  of  the  infor- 
mation now  in  the  possession  of  the  office,  will  be  concluded  within 
the  next  sixty  days,  and  at  that  time  the  record  will  be  in  such  shape 
that  the  entries  will  be  acted  upon  in  this  office.     (S.  Rec.,  18G.) 

Attached  to  Mr.  Moore's  letter  is  the  following  memorandum: 

Washington,  April  1^  1909. 
Mr.  Schwartz: 

The  entry  to  which  Governor  Moore  refers  as  "  his  "  is  one  of  the 
Cunningham  group,  I  think. 

Please  send  me  a  note  as  to  how  the  matter  stands.  Is  Glavis 
doing  anything  on  Alaska  coal  matters  or  is  everything  "  up  in  the 
air"  as  it  was  some  time  ago? 

(Signed)  Caiul 

(S.  Rec.,  p.  180.) 

On  April  20,  1909,  as  Mr.  Glavis  says  in  his  statement,  Mr. 
Schwartz  wired  him : 

Alaska  coal  investigations  must  be  completed  within  sixty  days. 
What  number  additional  agents  do  you  require?    Answer  by  wire. 

On  the  same  date  Glavis  replied : 

To  complete  Alaska  cases  in  two  months  Jones  and  four  more 
agents  necessary.  Six  hundred  affidavits  to  secure.  Snow  will  pre- 
vent field  examination  until  July. 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTEBIOB  DEFT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTBY.       533 

On  April  27, 1909,  Glavis  wrote  Mr.  Schwartz  that  he  was  leaving 
for  California  to  make  necessary  investigations  in  that  State  relative 
to  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  having  just  finished  a  like  investigation  in 
Oregon.  He  then  stated  that  he  was  going  to  Chicago,  Detroit,  and 
other  places  in  the  Eastern  and  Middle  Western  States  to  continue  his 
investigation.  (S.  Rec.,  p.  189.)  This  obviously  did  not  refer  to 
the  Cunningham  cases,  as  none  of  the  entrymen  in  those  cases  lived 
in  the  places  mentioned.     (See  list  in  S.  Rec,  pp.  29,  37.) 

Immediately  after  referring  to  this  letter  in  his  statement,  Air. 
Glavis  says: 

With  the  exception  of  the  Cunningham  group,  and  possibly  50 
other  filings,  none  of  the.  900  claims  have  been  so  perfected  as  to 
make  the  issuance  of  patent  upon  them  possible.    (G.,  p.  21.) 

In  his  summary  he  says: 

At  a  conference  on  March  17  with  Mr.  Ballinger,  Dennett,  and 
Chief  of  Field  Service  Schwartz,  Glavis  asked  for  construction  of 
amendment  to  coal-land  law.    (G.,  p.  3.) 

This  date  is  obviously  a  mistake ;  it  should  be  May  17,  as  appears 
from  his  longer  statement,  in  which  he  says: 

In  the  course  of  my  investigations  I  arrived  in  Washington,  D.  C, 
and  on  May  17  at  a  conference  with  Secretary  Ballinger,  Commis- 
sioner Dennett,  and  Chief  of  Field  Service  H.  H.  Schwartz,  I  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  amending  the 
Alaska  coal-land  laws,  would  not  prevent  the  cancellation  of  the 
filings  and  entries  under  investigation  since  that  act  only  permitted 
bona  fide  filings  to  come  within  its  liberal  provisions;  and  that  since 
these  entries  were  subject  to  cancellation  because  of  fraud,  they  could 
not  be  considered  as  bona  fide. 

Mr.  Dennett  thought  I  should  make  my  reports  before  decision 
was  reached  upon  that  point,  but  after  further  discussion  Mr.  Bal- 
linger agreed  to  submit  the  question  to  the  Attorney-General  for  an 
opinion  and  directed  Mr.  Schwartz  and  myself  to  prepare  such  a 
letter  for  his  signature.    (G.,  p.  21.) 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  ACT  OP  1908  BY  INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT  AND  BY 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Glavis  states  that  such  a  letter,  as  above  suggested,  was  prepared, 
but  that  instead  of  submitting  the  letter  to  the  Attorney-General,  as 
agreed,  Mr.  Ballinger  referred  the  matter  to  Assistant  Secretary 
Pierce,  who  made  a  decision,  which  he  quotes  in  his  statement  (P., 
pp.  22-23) ;  that  he  was  then  instructed,  first  verbally  and  then  in 
writing,  by  Commissioner  Dennett  to  submit  reports  in  accordance 
with  that  decision;  that  as  he  was  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  it  was 
not  the  intent  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  to  validate  such  fraudulent 
agreements  as  outlined  in  the  draft  of  the  letter  to  the  Attorney- 
General,  he  secured  an  interview  with  the  Attorney-General,  ex- 
plained the  situation  to  him ;  that  shortly  afterwards  the  Attorney- 
General  suggested  to  Mr.  Ballinger  that  the  matter  be  referred  to 
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him,  which  was  done;  and  on  June  12,  1909,  the  Attorney-Gcnei 
rendered  an  opinion  in  which  he  differed  entirely  from  Assista 
Secretary  Pierce's  construction  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  and  ku 
that  arrangements  of  the  character  indicated  were  unlawful.  (( 
pp.  21-24.) 

The  statement  of  Secretary  Ballinger  shows  that  about  the  midc 
of  May  ex-Governor  M.  C.  Moore,  of  Walla  Walla,  Wash.,  call 
upon  him  about  the  Cunningham  cases.  He  at  once  sent  for  Aj 
Pierce  and  told  Mr.  Moore,  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Pierce,  that,  ini 
much  as  he  had  beep  called  into  consultation  about  these  cases, 
could  have  nothing  to  do  with  them,  and  that  Governor  Moore  mi 
take  up  all  matters  relating  to  them  with  Mr.  Pierce.  Subsequent] 
under  date  of  May  22, 1909,  Governor  Moore  wrote  to  the  Secret  ai 
complaining  of  the  action  of  Mr.  Pierce  as  being  technical,  sayin 

The  entries  in  Cunningham's  memorandum  book,  made  prior 
the  extension  of  the  coal-land  laws  to  Alaska,  seem  to  bethebugabc 
although  some  stress  Is  put  upon  the  fact  that  there  was  no  unde 
standing  to  unite  these  claims  after  patent.  As  you  know,  no  agre 
ment  was  entered  into,  and  if  it  had  been  simply  a  matter  of  ment 
reservation,  while  the  result  would  have  been  the  same  we  wou 
not  have  been  accused  of  violating  the  law.  Both  Mr.  Pierce  ai 
Mr.  Dennett  admit  there  was  neither  fraudulent  intent  nor  mor 
turpitude  shown.     (B.,  p.  9.) 

To  which  Mr.  Ballinger  replied,  saying: 

*  *  *  I  can  not  undertake  to  issue  any  order  or  make  any  rulii 
in  the  matter  as  requested,  because  of  the  embarrassment  which  wou 
result  from  the  fact  that  I  was,  while  not  holding  an  official  positio 
called  upon  to  advise  in  the  matter.  The  case  has,  however,  be< 
carefully  looked  into,  and  I  wish  to  say  that,  in  view  of  all  the  fac 
now  disclosed,  I  would,  if  I  were  ruling  upon  the  matter,  hold  th 
the  principle  announced  in  the  opinion  of  Judge  Hanford  in  the  ca 
of  United  States  v.  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  et  al.,  Octob 
5, 1908,  is  directly  applicable  to  these  cases,  and  that  if  the  allegatio: 
made  be  proven,  patents  can  not  issue  under  the  provisions  of  the  a 
of  April  28,  1904. 

As  you  have  been  advised,  the  department  is  disposed  to  give  tl 
coal-land  act  of  May  28, 1908,  as  liberal  a  construction  as  is  consister 
and  if  you  and  your  associates  desire  to  take  advantage  of  that  a 
you  should  proceed  in  accordance  with  same,  and  with  circular  < 
instructions  of  July  11, 1908.  In  this  connection  attention  is  direct* 
to  the  paragraph  of  instructions  entitled  "Pending  entries."  (I 
pp.  9-10.) 

On  May  24  Mr.  Moore  wrote  the  Secretary,  saying  that  he  ha 
addressed  a  letter  to  Senator  Jones  asking  him  to  take  up  the  matt< 
of  the  delayed  patents  with  the  President,  but  that  this  was  not  to  1 
construed  as  going  over  the  Secretary's  head : 

Owing  to  the  fact  that  you  were  at  one  time  counsel  for  ox 
people,  you  can  not  consistently  act.  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  do< 
not  understand  the  case  very  well  and  has  been  influenced  by  Glavi 
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who,  having  done  some  disreputable  things  and  become  involved 
in  a  controversy  with  Cunningham,  is  prejudiced  and  wants  vindi- 
cation.   *    •    *     (B.,  p.  10.) 

Secretary  Ballinger  states  that  he  showed  Senator  Jones  the  cor- 
respondence between  Mr.  Moore  and  himself,  and  told  him  he  was 
going  direct  to  the  President  with  the  matter  and  did  not  intend  in 
any  sense  to  be  drawn  into  it.  with  Mr.  Moore ;  that  Mr.  Moore's 
attitude  was  aggravating  and  unreasonable.  That  he  also,  on  the 
same  day,  spoke  to  the  Attorney-General  about  the  importance  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  rendering  an  opinion  respecting  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  as  to  the  disposition  of  coal  lands 
in  Alaska,  and  that  that  was  the  occasion  upon  which  he  first  learned 
that  Mr.  Glavis  had  had  an  interview  with  the  Attorney-General  on 
the  subject.  On  the  following  day  he  prepared  an  answer  to  Mr. 
Moore's  letter  and,  with  the  correspondence  from  Moore  and  the 
papers  prepared  to  submit  to  the  Attorney-General,  he  laid  the  matter 
before  the  President. 

The  letter  transmitting  the  request  for  the  Attorney-General's 
opinion  had  been  tentatively  signed  by  him.0  He  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  President  to  this  fact,  who  advised  him  to  have  a  new 
letter  prepared  to  be  signed  by  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce,  which  he 
did,  and  in  that  manner  it  was  transmitted  to  the  Attorney-General. 
(B.,  pp.  11-12.) 

Later  on,  probably  the  early  part  of  June,  Clarence  Cunninghajm 
called  upon  Secretary  Ballinger  with  his  attorney,  Mr.  John  P.  Gray, 
of  Wallace,  Idaho,  and  inquired  about  his  coal  claims.  The  Secretary 
immediately  sent  for  Mr.  Pierce  and  told  Mr.  Cunningham  he 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  cases;  that  he  had  turned  the 
entire  matter  over  for  Mr.  Pierce's  action  and  that  he  must  confer 
about  it  with  him.    (B.,  p.  12.) 

The  letter  prepared  for  transmission  to  the  Attorney-General  opens 
with  a  reference  to  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  and  the  statement  that: 

At  the  date  of  the  passage  of  this  act  there  wefe  pending  in  the 
various  land  offices  in  Alaska  unperfectcd  coal  entries  in  which  pay- 
ment had  not  been  made  and  cash  certificate  had  not  issued.  (G.. 
p.  21.) 

This  reference  was  clearly  not  to  the  "  Cunningham  "  entries,  as 
in  those  cases  entries  had  been  perfected,  payments  made,  and  cash 
certificates  had  been  issued.  After  referring  more  in  detail  to  the 
entries  so  spoken  of,  the  draft  continued : 

Application  is  now  being  made  from  time  to  time  that  certain  of 
the  entries  above  referred  to,  and  pending  on  March  28,  1908,  be  now 
accepted,  cash  price  received,  and  entries  permitted  to  go  to  patent 
under  the  terms  of  this  act     (G.,  pp.  21-22.) 

•Mr.  Schwartz  states  that  the  draft  of  thtft  letter  was  dictated  by  him  In 
Mr.  d  la  vis's  presence,  the  fourth  inquiry  being  suggested  by  Glavis.  (S- 
p.  30.)  ~ 
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For  the  reasons  above  stated  this  could  not  have  referred  to  the 
Cunningham  entries.  The  first  and  fourth  questions  formulated 
for  the  Attorney-General  referred  to  agreements  "made  prior  to 
the  initiation  of  the  entry."  In  the  opinion  of  Assistant  Secretary 
Pierce,  dated  May  19,  1909,  prepared  with  respect  to  this  matter, 
the  statement  is  first  made  that — 

•  *  •  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  was  a  curative  act  and  should 
be  liberally  construed  so  as  to  further  the  object  intended  to  be 
advanced  by  said  legislation,  namely,  the  consolidation  of  coal  claims 
in  Alaska,  initiated  prior  to  November  12,  1906,  through  means  of 
associations  or  corporations,  so  as  to  permit  of  the  acquirement  of 
title  to  contiguous  locations,  not  exceeding  2,5G0  acres.     (P.,  p.  93.) 

Some  confusion  would  naturally  arise  in  the  interpretation  of  both 
of  these  documents  from  the  use  of  the  words  "  initiation  of  the  en- 
try." The  term  "  entry,"  as  used  in  reference  to  public  lands,  means, 
in  its  technical  sense,  the  filing  with  the  register  of  the  Land  Office 
of  a  claim  to  a  portion  of  the  public  lands  for  the  purpose  of  acquir- 
ing an  inchoate  right  thereto.  The  "  initiation  of  the  entry  "  would, 
therefore,  be  the  presentation  for  filing  of  the  declaratory  statement 
of  location  and  claim  required  by  section  2349  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 
But,  in  a  popular  sense,  the  term  is  sometimes  loosely  applied  to 
various  proceedings  under  the  land  laws,  and  the  courts  also  have 
used  it  as  importing  the  physical  act  of  entering  and  settling  upon 
land.  (See  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  Tit.  Public  Lands,  p.  806.) 
The  act  of  1908  permits  the  consolidation  by  persons  who  have  in 
good  faith,  etc.,  "made  locations  of  coal  lands  in  the  Territory  of 
Alaska,"  etc.  The  phrase  "  initiation  of  the  entry,"  is  obviously 
used  in  these  two  papers  to  indicate  action  taken  after  the  location 
was  made,  by  filing  the  papers  constituting  an  entry  in  the  office  of 
the  register  and  receiver.  Bearing  in  mind  that  but  few  claims  had 
proceeded  to  entry,  payment,  and  the  issue  of  certificates,  there  is  no 
inconsistency  between  the  view  of  the  statute  taken  by  the  Attorney- 
General  and  that  expressed  by  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  in  the  fol- 
lowing language : 

It  is  assumed  that  the  difficulty  with  which  your  office  is  con- 
fronted in  passing  upon  these  applications  is  merely  that  technical 
objection  might  have  been  raised  as  to  the  good  faith  of  the  claim- 
ant or  entryman  because  of  the  understanding,  arrangement,  or  agree- 
ment contemplated  or  entered  into  with  respect  to  the  completion  of 
such  entries,  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908.  (P., 
p.  94.) 

If,  as  would  therefore  appear,  the  assistant  secretary  was  dealing 
with  the  effect  of  arrangements  or  agreements  made  after  location  and 
before  the  perfecting  of  the  entry,  then  his  opinion  does  not  differ 
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with  that  of  the  Attorney-General,  rendered  June  12, 1909,  in  which 
opinion  the  conclusion  is  reached  that: 

if  the  agreements  or  arrangements  mentioned  in  your  letter  were 
entered  into  by  locators  of  coal  lands  in  Alaska  after  they  had  made 
their  locations  in  good  faith  and  in  their  own  interest  alone,  such 
locations  may,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  law- 
fully nass  to  entry  and  patent  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  said 
act.  On  the  other  hand,  1  am  of  the  opinion  that,  if  such  agreements 
or  arrangements  were  entered  into  prior  to  such  locations  being 
made,  such  locations  do  not  come  within  the  provisions  of  said  act 
and  can  not  be  lawfully  passed  to  entry  and  patent.    (P.,  p.  112-113.) 

Mr.  Pierce  states  that  the  letter  of  May  19,  1909,  was  prepared  by 
Mr.  Finney  and  Mr.  Clements,  who  was  acting  as  Assistant  Attorney- 
General  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Oscar  Lawler,  and  was  presented  to  him 
for  adoption  and  signature  in  the  regular  course  of  business.  He 
took  down  the  statutes,  read  them  over,  examined  the  opinion,  stated 
that  it  seemed  to  him  the  opinion  was  sound,  and  then  signed  it 
(P.,  pp.  21-22.)  Mr.  Finney's  memorandum,  submitted  with  the 
Assistant  Secretary's  statement,  states  that — 

The  questions  propounded  by  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
Land  Office  in  paper  submitted  May  — ,  1909,  were  all  understood  to 
relate  to  arrangements  or  agreements  made  after  location  and  having 
reference  to  the  completion  or  perfection  of  the  entry.  (P.,  pp. 
31-33.) 

The  Attorney-General's  opinion  was  rendered  June  12,  1909. 

GLA VIS'S  PROCEEDINGS  AFTER  MAT,   1909. 

Mr.  Glavis  states  that — 

By  telegram,  dated  June  29, 1909, 1  was  advised  that  the  claimants 
of  the  Cunningham  group  had  elected  to  stand  under  the  old  law 
and  would  not  attempt  to  come  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
May  28,  1908,  and  that  immediate  hearings  would  follow. 

lJy  telegram  of  the  same  date  I  replied  as  follows: 

44  Referring  to  your  telegram  of  29th  respectfully  recommend  that 
Agent  Jones  be  directed  to  remain  here  pn  coal  cases.  His  evidence 
and  knowledge  Cunningham  group  very  important  Answer  by  wire 
quick." 

My  request  was  denied.    (P.  25.) 

Agent  Jones,  whose  evidence  and  knowledge  of  the  Cunningham 
group  Glavis  here  states  to  be  important,  is  the  same  person  whom 
he  referred  to  in  his  report  of  March  21,  1909,  in  the  following 
language : 

In  the  course  of  this  investigation  many  affidavits  were  secured,  but 
owing  to  Mr.  Jones's  unfamiliarity  with  the  Alaska  coal-land  laws 
he  was  only  partially  successful  in  securing  evidence  showing  the 
true  situation.     (Glavis,  p.  16.) 
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Although  on  April  20,  1909,  he  telegraphed  to  Mr.  Schwartz : 

To  complete  Alaska  cases  in  two  months,  Jones  and  four  more 
agents  necessary.    *    *    *     (Glavis,  p.  20.) 

Mr.  Schwartz  says: 

There  are  33  entries  in  the  Cunningham  cases,  covering  an  area 
of  land  about  2  by  4  miles;  the  entry  men  are  well  known.  As 
indicated  in  my  official  correspondence  heretofore  quoted,  and  as  I 
shall  show  you  later,  at  least  as  early  as  March,  1909,  evidence  was 
in  our  possession  warranting  us  in  proceeding,  which  evidence  will, 
I  am  confident,  result  in  cancellation  of  the  claims. 

Mr.  Glavis  would  have  you  believe  otherwise,  and  also  that,  be- 
cause certain  of  the  claimants  were  prominent  citizens  of  Washing- 
ton (State)  and  friends  of  Judge  Ballinger,  there  was  ground  for 
apprehension  that  full  justice  would  not  be  done  to  the  Government 
in  the  premises.  If  this  apprehension  was  real  and  well  founded, 
the  inquiry  naturally  presents  itself  as  to  why  he  did  not,  when 
offered  all  the  men  and  money  for  pursuing  the  investigation  which 
he  might  require,  proceed  diligently  toward  securing  and  marshaling 
the  facts  for  presentation  against  the  claims  instead  of  constantly 
and  consistently  declining  proffered  assistance  which  would  have 
enabled  him  to  accomplish  that  end.  His  case  is  and  for  a  lon<* 
time  has  been  complete,  but  it  now  appears  that  he  has  been  obsessed 
with  a  delusion  regarding  the  integrity  of  his  superiors  and  fearful 
on  that  account  that  the  issue  may  go  against  the  Government  and 
he  in  some  way  be  to  blame. 

*  *  *  He  had  now  been  investigating  Alaska  coal  cases  for  two 
years,  barring  the  short  period  when  he  was  compelled  to  use  all  his 
men  in  the  urgent  Oregon  work.  His  73  reports  of  March  and 
April— called  for  by  my  wire  of  March  10 — showed  he  had  dipped 
into  many  cases  ana  completed  none  to  his  own  satisfaction. 

With  that  situation  confronting  the  office,  the  wire  of  April  20, 
1909,  was  sent  him.  It  reads:  "Alaska  coal  investigation  must  be 
completed  within  sixty  days.  What  number  additional  agents  do 
you  require?    Answer  by  wire."     (S.,  pp.  38-39.) 

Mr.  Schwartz  further  states  that  immediately  upon  receipt  of 
Glavis's  message,  asking  for  Jones  and  four  more  agents,  he  began 
sending  him  additional  agents.  (S.,  p.  39.)  That  on  June  5  he  left 
for  a  field  trip  through  the  public-land  States.  Prior  to  returning 
he  wired  Glavis  that  he  would  meet  him  at  Seattle  about  June  20, 
which  he  did,  and  they  consulted  generally  as  to  Alaska  coal  cases. 
Glavis  advised  him  that  he  would  be  able  to  submit  reports  on  July  1, 
but  that  he  desired  to  make  field  examinations  of  the  land  itself  in 
Alaska  in  some  of  the  cases.     (S.  Bee,  192.) 

It  was  agreed  between  himself  and  myself  that  he  would  send  Mr. 
Kennedy  and  Mr.  Stoner  to  Alaska  earlv  in  July.  In  order  to 
complete  his  reports  bv  July  1,  he  wanted  Special  Agents  Jones  and 
Spaulding  from  Portland.  I  wired  for  these  men  to  go  to  Seattle 
to  assist  Mr.  Glavis.  He  also  wanted  his  old  clerk,  Miss  Patten,  to 
be  transferred  to  Seattle  for  permanent  duty,  and  I  advised  him,  as 
the  office  had  theretofore  advised  the  several  Congressmen  who  had 
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written  us  at  Glavis's  suggestion  after  Glavis  had  been  told  she  must 
remain  at  Portland,  that  Mi?s  Patten's  services  were  necessary  in 
Portland  because  of  her  familiarity  with  the  records  in  the  Oregon 
division. 

I  gathered  from  Glavis's  attitude  that  it  was  his  opinion  the  Gov- 
ernment would  patent  the  Cunningham  cases  if  they  went  to  a 
hearing. 

June  29,  Acting  Secretary  Pierce  directed  that  "action  upon  the 
Alaskan  coal  entries  be  had  at  the  earliest  practicable  date,"  and 
his  further  directions  appear  in  the  record.  He  also  wired  Mr. 
Glavis  to  that  effect.    (S.  Kec,  p.  192.) 

On  June  29, 1909,  Mr.  Schwartz  wired  Glavis: 

Cunningham  group  elect  to  stand  on  old  law.  Immediate  hearing 
will  follow.     Be  prepared  with  your  evidence.     (S.  Ilea,  p.  193.) 

In  reply  Glavis  wired  to  Schwartz: 

Is  it  necessary  to  submit  report  on  Cunningham  group? 

Schwartz  replied  on  June  30: 

Yes;  submit  Cunningham  report.  Notice  of  charges  will  be  pre- 
pared here.  You  may  suggest  form  in  your  report,  if  you  desire. 
(S.  Rec,  pp.  193-194.) 

Mr.  Schwartz  says  (S.,  p.  43)  that  in  his  conference  with  Glavis 
in  Seattle  in  June,  1909,  he  (Glavis)  talked  particularly  about  the 
Cunningham  case.  Among  other  things  he  wanted  a  good  lawyer  to 
aid  in  the  trial  of  the  case.  Schwartz  says  he  told  him  he  would 
probably  send  Special  Agent  James  M.  Sheridan,  who  had  had  great 
experience  in  Colorado  coal-conspiracy  cases  and  who  had  demon- 
strated high  capacity.  He  advised  Glavis  that  the  department 
wanted  to  try  the  Cunningham  case  as  soon  as  it  was  prepared  to  go 
to  trial.    Mr.  Schwartz  says: 

Mr.  Glavis  stated  that  he  wished  to  interview  a  number  of  persons 
in  Spokane  and  make  field  investigations  in  Alaska  before  conclud- 
ing his  investigation  and  making  final  report.  He  agreed  to  make  a 
full  report  by  July  1  as  to  all  matters  except  the  result  of  the  field 
investigation.    The  question  of  proceeding  or  not  proceeding  to  trial 

Srior  to  the  completion  of  the  field  investigation  was  not  discussed. 
[r.  Glavis  also  wanted  Mr.  Jones  to  come  up  from  Portland  to  aid 
in  office  work  in  drawing  reports. 

Mr.  Schwartz  says: 

While  Jones  is  a  fair  agent,  I  do  not  understand  that  he  is  particu- 
larly adept  in  such  office  work.  However,  I  was  interested  in  pushing 
the  field  work  and  advised  Mr.  Glavis  that  I  would  wire  for  Mr.  Jones 
to  come  up  to  Seattle.  On  the  way  to  the  telegraph  office  Mr.  Glavis 
stated  further  that  Mr.  Spaulding  would  be  of  assistance  to  him. 
Mr.  Spaulding  was  a  stenographer  in  addition  to  an  agent,  and  so  I 
directed  both  Jones  and  Spaulding  to  come  to  Seattle.  At  that  time 
it  was  my  expectation  we  would  make  a  field  investigation.  It  was 
agreed  the  men  would  proceed  north  on  July  16, 1909.  However,  tho 
one  single  thing  of  importance  and  which  field  investigation  would 
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disclose  was  the  precise  location,  direction,  and  size  of  the 
tunnel.     (S.,  p.  44.) 

Referring  to  Glavis's  report  of  April  27,  1909,  Schwarti 
(S.,p.41): 

It  was  not  until  June  29  that  the  office  directed  him  to  prepa 
trial ;  and  not  until  July  17  that  my  wire  advised  him  the  t 
takir.g  of  testimony  would  begin  before  return  of  Coal  Expert 
ncdy  from  Alaska.  Here  was  an  additional  forty  days  where 
mi«rht  well  complete  any  investigation  outside  of  Alaska. 

May  17  Mr.  Glavis  arrived  in  Washington  and  I  again  o 
him  more  agents,  and  he  again  refused  them.    He  advised  me  i 
inquiries  and   investigations  would   be  concluded   before  the 
days,  and  recalled  that  he  had  very  little  other  work  in  his  di\ 

Mr.  (ilavis's  work  sheet  for  the  month  of  April,  1909,  show: 
out  of  the  thirty-five  or  thirty-six  thousand  cases  then  pending 
the  field  divisions,  he  had  within  his  jurisdiction  but  1,546,  of 
92G  were  coal,  and  of  the  coal  cases  all   but  about  40  were 
declaratory  statements  and  not  entries.     [Exhibit  17.] 

April  24,  1909,  Special  Agent  Gery  was  sent  to  Glavis  at  S< 

May  3,  1909  (Metzger  having  wired  Glavis  was  not  at  Sea 
the  following  wire  was  sent  to  Special  Agent  Metzger: 

u  Report  to  Christensen  for  temporary  duty  until  Glavis's  i 
to  Seattle."    Metzger  is  now  in  Alaska  on  timber  work. 

May  8,  1909,  Special  Agent  Kester  was  ordered  to  Glavis  at 
tie.     Kester  was  sent  to  Portland  June  29. 

May  13,  1909,  George  A.  Parks,  a  mining  engineer  experienc 
coal,  was  sent  to  Glavis. 

May  10,  1909,  A.  R.  Bowman — appointed  as  timber  cruisei 
who  is  also  No.  1  on  civil  service  lists  as  land-law  clerk — was 
to  Glavis. 

June  3,  1909,  Harry  P.  Kennedy  (not  the  coal  engineer)  wa 
pointed  as  timber  cruiser  and  sent  to  Glavis. 

•Tune  18  or  19,  1909,  I  ordered  Special  Agents  Jones  and  Sp 
ing  to  Seattle  temporarily. 

July  1G,  1909,  Special  Agent  Herbert  S.  Foreman  was  se 
Glavis  at  Seattle. 

July  21,  1909,  Spaulding  was  assigned  to  Portland  perman 
****** 

So  also  he  had  Special  Agent  Stoner,  Engineer  Kennedy,  Pra 
Miner  Doyle  (until  recently  called  to  Montana) ;  and  he  was  U 
rarily  employing  two  coal  men  for  duty  in  Washington — these 
authorized  in  April  when  he  refused  Agents  Booth  and  Hedrick 
claim  he  had  no  work  for  them. 

He  could  have  had  any  number  of  agents,  and  the  record  d< 
6trates  he  refused  them.     (S.,  pp.  42-43.) 

Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  in  his  statement  tells  of  his  inter 
with  ex-Governor  Moore,  who  had  complained  bitterly  that  the 
ernment  was  not  treating  him  and  the  other  Cunningham  entr 
right;  that  no  specific  charges  had  been  filed  or  served  upon  t 
that  the  Government  had  had  the  money— over  $50,000 — for 
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two  years;  and  was  conducting  no  steps  looking  to  the  final  disposi- 
tion of  the  claims.  Mr.  Pierce  repeated  to  Mr.  Moore  that  no  patents 
could  be  issued  upon  the  record  as  it  stood.  Moore  asked  what  could 
be  done.  Mr.  Pierce  told  him  that  he  would  direct  formal  charges  to 
be  prepared  and  filed  and  served  and  a  speedy  trial  of  the  issues  if, 
upon  examination  of  the  formal  charges,  he  decided  that  they  wished 
a  hearing;  that  if  they  did  not  wish  a  hearing  when  the  charges  were 
served  upon  them,  the  entries  would  be  canceled  as  a  matter  of  course. 

/  told  him  that  it  was  tlie  policy  of  the  present  Secretary/  to  have 
all  suspended  entries  in  the  United  States,  wherever  situated,  speedily 
tried  and  determified,  and  that  he  could  have  an  early  trial  in  these 
cases.     (P.  12.) 

At  the  close  of  this  interview,  Mr.  Pierce  says: 

*  *  *  I  directed  Mr.  Finney  to  go  to  the  General  Land  Office 
and  tell  the  Commissioner  that  I  had  promised  Mr.  Moore  a  speedy 
trial,  to  have  the  General  Land  Office  direct  Mr.  Glavis  to  report  the 
facts  in  his  possession,  and  prepare  formal  charges  and  get  ready 
for  as  speedy  trial  of  the  charges  as  would  be  consistent  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Government's  interest.  Mr.  Finney  tells  me  that  he 
delivered  my  message  that  same  day  to  Commissioner  Dennett;  at 
any  rate,  Mr.  Finney  returned  the  same  day  to  my  office  and  stated  to 
me  that  he  had  delivered  my  instructions.     (P.,  pp.  14-15.) 

In  answer  to  Glavis's  telegram  of  June  29,  recommending  that 
Agent  Jones  be  directed  to  remain  with  him  on  the  coal  cases,  Mr. 
Schwartz  sent  him  a  telegram,  dated  June  30,  1909,  which  Glavis 
does  not  refer  to  in  his  statement,  saying: 

Send  Jones  to  Portland  this  week  in  accordance  with  our  under- 
standing. When  Cunningham  or  other  group  is  set  for  trial  you 
may  subpoena  him.  Please  discontinue  efforts  to  secure  agents  and 
employees  from  Portland.    (S.  Rec,  pp.  196-197.) 

On  June  29,  1909,  Mr.  Pierce  wrote  to  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office,  as  follows: 

It  is  the  desire  of  this  department  and,  presumably,  of  all  parties 
in  interest  that  action  upon  the  Alaskan  coal  entries  embraced  in 
what  is  known  as  the  Cunningham  group,  be  had  at  the  earliest  prac- 
ticable date.  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis  is  to  submit  his  recom- 
mendations to  your  office  as  soon  as  possible,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that,  so  far  as  known,  all  of  the  witnesses  whose  testimony  will  be 
taken,  in  the  event  that  hearings  are  ordered  in  the  cases  or  in  any  of 
them,  reside  in  the  United  States,  I  have  tQ  direct  that  you  instruct 
the  Chief  of  Field  Division,  if  hearings  be  ordered,  to  endeavor  to 
secure  from  the  defendants  stipulations  for  the  taking  of  the  evidence 
before  qualified  officers,  to  be  designated  by  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office,  at  or  near  the  residences  of  the  respective  wit- 
nesses, the  stipulation  also  to  contain  the  provision  that  the  evidence, 
when  taken,  snail  be  forwarded  by  such  officers  directly  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  General  Land  Office,  the  record  to  be  considered  by 
him  when  made  up,  without  reference  to  the  local  land  office  in 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


542      INVESTIGATION  INTEBIOB  DEFT.  AND  BUREAU  OP  FORES! 

Alaska.  This  will  effect  a  very  material  saving  of  time,  ar 
believed  that  the  defendants  will  be  glad  to  consent  thereto.  (! 
p.  19G.) 

Mr.  Schwartz  says  that  this  order  was  given  for  the  reas 
all  parties  were  in  the  United  States  and  the  plan  proposed  w 
a  saving  of  time.     (S.,  47.)     That  with  regard  to  Glavis's 
for  Jones,  the  extent  of  Jones's  knowledge  of  the  Cunninghan 
lias  already  been  indicated,  and  was  shown  by  the  previous 
of  Glavis  himself,  and  it  was  not  thought  that  his  knowled 
materially  increased  during  the  preceding  twelve  days  that 
been  in  Seattle  making  office  reports.    His  evidence,  of  coura 
not  be  used  until  the  tuking  of  evidence  had  begun.    Also,  it  c 
the  force  of  Chief  of  Field  Division  Christensen  at  Portlan 
had  cases  equally  as  important  as  Mr.  Glavis,  by  bringing 
and  Spaulding  to  Seattle.    He  therefore  sent  the  telegram 
June  30,  above  quoted.    That  he  had  previously  advised  Mr. 
personally  and  by  letter  that  Mr.  Jones  was  needed  in  Oregoi 
47.)     June  30,  1909,  Glavis  telegraphed  as  stated  in  his  stal 

Valuable  evidence  Alaska  coal  cases  still  being  secured 
phases  develop  as  investigation  progresses.  Can  not  consi 
make  final  reports  while  further  evidence  is  available.  Cunni 
group  included.    This  should  be  extended  at  least  sixty  days 

Mr.  Schwartz  says: 

It  was  my  conclusion,  as  I  have  above  stated,  that  Mr.  Gla 
over-cautious,  and  I  knew  from  my  twelve  years'  actual  experi 
the  field  investigating  cases  of  this  character  that  there  was  n< 
sity  for  investigations  to  be  strung  out  indefinitely,  and  that  \* 
force  of  men  and  the  large  funds  available,  these  investi, 
could  be  completed  without  this  additional  delay.  I  also  kne 
future  events  during  the  course  of  the  year  will  demonstrate 
that  the  very  large  majority  of  these  Alaska  groups,  if  permi 
go  to  hearing,  will  default  or,  at  best,  make  a  very  weak  ei 
defense. 

*  *  *  I  was  convinced  that  Mr.  Glavis  was  simply  joe 
although  I  did  not,  at  that  time,  doubt  his  integrity.  In  th 
of  mind,  and  appreciating  that  I  was  responsible  for  the  res 
closed  by  any  record  in  which  I  took  action,  and  knowing 
was  the  desire  of  the  department  to  speedily  bring  these,  as 
all  other  pending  cases,  to  a  hearing,  I  wired  to  Mr.  Glavis 
dintely  after  securing  his  wire: 

"  Reports  must  be  submitted  at  once  as  per  instructions  and 
ment.  You  may,  of  course,  continue  investigations.  Repo 
wanted  now.  Will  send  man  to  Seattle  to  take  charge  of  m\ 
tions  and  conduct  cases  in  near  future;  meantime  continu 
investigations." 

The  agreement  referred  to  was  that  had  between  Glavis  and 
at  Seattle,  in  which  he  stated  that,  with  the  aid  of  Jones  and  J 
ing,  he  could  get  out  all  the  reports.    He  had  completed  his 
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tigations,  except  in  those  cases  where  entrymen  were  in  Alaska,  and 
the  field  investigations  in  each  case  in  which  it  might  be  found 
necessary. 

My  reference  to  sending  a  man  to  Seattle  was  for  the  double  pur- 
pose of  indicating,  to  him  that  the  case  must  proceed  and  that  he 
would  have  competent  legal  assistance  as  per  our  agreement. 

July  G,  1909,  I  directed  the  law  examiners  in  charge  of  these  mat- 
ters to  advise  the  attorneys  in  the  Cunningham  group  that  we  were 
prepared  to  proceed  to  a  hearing,  and  that  stipulations  in  accordance 
witli  the  department's  above  quoted  letter  of  June  29  mteht  be  en- 
tered into.  (S.  Rec,  p:  197.)  On  the  same  day  I  notified  Mr.  Glavis 
and  asked  him  to  wire  the  names  of  the  different  towns  or  cities  in 
which  he  desired  to  take  testimony,  to  which  he  replied : 

"  Testimony  must  be  taken  at  Seattle,  Spokane,  Walla  Walla, 
Oaksdale.  Rockford,  in  Washington;  Wallace,  Moscow,  in  Idaho; 
Cleveland,  Elyria,  in  Ohio;  New  York  City  and  Los  Angeles.  Gov- 
ernment's case  would  be  much  strengthened  by  awaiting  result  of 
investigations  in  Alaska."     (S.,  pp.  48-49.) 

On  July  1G,  1909,  Schwartz  telegraphed  Glavis  as  follows: 

Please  wire  towns  or  cities  in  the  order  in  which  you  wish  to  take 
testimony,  Cunningham  cases.  Wish  to  arrange  for  bringing  on 
the  witnesses  in  accordance  with  your  desire.  Have  directed  Special 
Agent  Sheridan,  competent  trial  attorney  and  experienced  in  coal 
matters,  to  report  to  you  until  after  testimony  is  completed.  (S.  Rec, 
p.  213.) 

At  the  time  of  sending  this  telegram  Mr.  Schwartz  states  that  he 
had  not  received  the  letter  which  Glavis  addressed  to  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the  General  Land  Office  under  date  of  July  8,  which  letter 
is  given  on  pages  25  to  28  of  Glavis's  principal  statement.     (S.,  p.  50.) 

Instead  of  advising  Mr.  Schwartz  of  the  order  in  which  he  de- 
sired to  take  testimony,  Glavis,  as  shown  by  his  statement,  showed 
Schwartz's  telegram  to  Secretary  Ballinger  in  Seattle  and  called 
his  attention  to  his  (Glavis's)  telegram  of  July  6  and  report  of  July 
8,  and  told  him  he  did  not  believe  a  hearing  should  be  had  until  a 
field  examination  was  made.  Glavis  states  the  Secretary  said  he 
thought  the  Cunningham  people  would  stipulate  that  the  tunnels 
and  improvements  were  made  with  the  idea  of  having  a  main  tunnel 
for  the  entire  group.  Glavis  told  him  that  the  stipulations,  if  any, 
were  being  handled  in  Washington  and  that  he  did  not  know  what 
was  being  done.    Secretary  Ballinger  says: 

About  the  ICth  of  July  Mr.  Glavis  called  upon  me  in  the  Federal 
Building,  in  Seattle,  complaining  that  he  was  being  forced  to  a  hear- 
ing in  these  cases  prior  to  his  being  able  to  get  certain  evidence 
he  thought  necessary  in  Alaska,  and  was  about  to  send  an  agent 
there  to  secure  this  evidence.  I  suggested  that  he  wire  the  facts 
to  Mr.  Schwartz  if  he  thought  advisable,  and  secure  further  time. 
(B.,  p.  12.) 
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It  appears  from  Glavis's  statement  that  on  that  same  day  he- 
requested  cooperation  of  the  Forest  Service,  and  its  represents tivesL 
both  at  Seattle  and  in  Washington,  D.  C,  after  having  examined 
the  records  in  the  cases  concurred  in  my  recommendation  that  the 
field  examination  should  be  completed  before  the  hearing  should  be 
ordered.     (G.,  p.  29.) 

On  the  same  day,  without  advising  his  own  department,  Secretary 
Ballinger,  or  his  chief  that  he  had  called  in  the  aid  of  representatives 
of  another  department' of  the  Government,  Glavis  telegraphed  to  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  as  follows: 

Have  conferred  with  Secretary  Interior.  He  suggests  I  wire  you 
and  ask  if  my  report  July  8  and  telegram  July  6  was  considered  be- 
fore you  sent  telegram  this  date.  In  view  recommendation  stated  in 
report  above  referred  to,  it  will  be  difficult  to  comply  with  your  tele- 
gram unless  you  desire  hearing  proceed  without  further  investigation. 
(G.,  p.  29.) 

Mr.  Schwartz  says: 

I  believed  from  my  own  knowledge  of  the  evidence  in  hand  that 
whatever  additional  investigation,  if  any,  might  be  yet  required  could 
well  be  made  before  the  actual  taking  of  testimony  could  be  reached 
by  even  the  most  expeditious  proceedings.  I  also  believed  by  this 
time  that  it  was  necessary  to  put  a  competent  person  in  charge  of  these 
cases  who  was  not  affected  by  the  suspicions  which  filled  the  mind  of 
Mr.  Gh|vis,  as  disclosed  to  me  in  his  statements  in  reference  to  the 
action  taken  by  him  upon  the  respective  decisions  of  the  department 
and  the  Attorney-General,  and  his  expressed  belief  at  Seattle  that 
Judge  Ballinger  would  "lose  out"  in  the  controversy  which  he  pre- 
dicted, and  I  concluded  that  the  time  had  arrived  to  require  the  imme- 
diate attendance  of  Mr.  Sheridan  at  Seattle  and  to  give  him  charge  of 
these  cases,  and  to  get  his  independent  view  as  to  the  necessity  for 
further  delay,  and,  accordingly,  on  June  17, 1909, 1  wired  Mr.  Glavis: 

"  Your  wire  16th  in  reference  your  consultation  with  secretary 
received.  Instructions  heretofore  issued  were  made  in  view  of  your 
telegram  6th.  Your  report  of  the  8th  not  at  hand.  Have  this  day 
wired  Sheridan  as  follows:  *  Your  instructions  Cunningham  case 
modified.  You  will  proceed  to  Seattle,  taking  complete  charge  of 
case,  with  authority  to  call  for  any  agent  or  assistance  necessary  to 
bring  case  to  prompt  hearing  and  close.'  You  will  render  Sheridan 
every  assistance,  meantime  continuing  investigations.  Case  already 
consumed  more  time  and  expense  of  men  than  any  other  case  pend- 
ing. Investigation  can  not  proceed  indefinitely.  The  result  of  in- 
vestigation in  Alaska  will  go  into  record  before  concluding  hearings." 
(S.,  pp.  51-62.) 

On  July  21,  Mr.  Schwartz  sent  to  Mr.  Sheridan  instructions  to 
proceed  to  Seattle,  and  wrote  him  full  detailed  instructions,  stating 
that  he  had  been  placed  in  charge  of  the  Cunningham  group  of 
cases  for  the  express  purpose  of  properly  completing  the  investiga- 
tion speedily,  and  thereafter  to  conduct  the  hearings  upon  which 
the  Government  would  endeavor  to  cancel  the  claims;  that  he  was 
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advised,  as  Mr.  Glavis  had  been  previously  advised,  that  he  might 
call  upon  Schwartz  for  whatever  assistance,  to  the  extent  of  the 
funds  and  the  field  force,  as  he  might  require.    (S.,  p.  52.) 

It  is  my  opinion,  however,  that  Mr.  Glayis  and  his  agents  have 
curried  this  group  of  cases  thoroughly,  but  as  to  that  I  defer  to  the 
opinion  of  yourself  after  you  shall  nave  gone  through  the  record  and 
conferred  with  Mr.  Glavis.  *  *  *  I  am  unable  to  agree  with  Mr. 
Glavis's  letter  of  July  8  that  the  physical  examination  of  these  coal 
properties  in  Alaska  is  necessary  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  taking 
of  evidence  in  the  question  of  good  faith  and  bona  fides  of  the  entry- 
men.    •    •    •    (S.,52.) 

On  the  same  day  Schwartz  wired  chief  of  field  division  at  Denver, 
Colo.,  to  send  two  good  men  with  Sheridan  to  work  on  coal  conspir- 
acy.   (S.,  53.) 

It  will  be  noted  that  in  Glavis's  report  of  July  8  he  says: 

Since  the  submission  of  my  report  of  March  23  there  has  been  no 
evidence  secured  in  this  group  of  entries  for  the  reason  that  the  time 
allowed  within  which  to  make  these  investigations  has  been  too  short 
to  complete  the  same,  for  the  reason  that  there  are  one  thousand 
claimants  involved  in  this  investigation  residing  in  all  sections  of  the 
United  States,  parts  of  Canada,  and  Alaska.     (G.,  26.) 

This  statement  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the  statements  in  Glavis's 
letter  to  Chief  of  Field  Service  Schwartz,  dated  April  27,  1909 
(attached  as  Exhibit  9  to  his  own  statement),  and  his  telegram  of 
June  30  to  Commissioner  Dennett  quoted  by  him  on  the  preceding 
page,  as  well  as  with  his  statements  made  to  Mr.  Schwartz  above 
quoted.  The  statement  "  for  the  reason  that  there  are  1,000  claim- 
ants," etc.,  is  obviously  irrelevant  because  it  does  not  bear  upon  the 
Cunningham  claim.  Here,  as  in  a  number  of  other  cases,  Mr.  Glavis, 
with  apparent  intention,  confuses  the  general  coal  claims  pending  in 
Alaska,  and  the  investigation  into  the  bona  fides  of  the  entire  nine 
hundred  odd  locations,  with  this  particular  group  of  Cunningham 
claims,  as  an  excuse  for  not  having  made  the  progress  required  of 
him  by  the  General  Land  Office. 

On  July  1, 1909,  Commissioner  Dennett  says  he  left  Washington  for 
the  West.  Just  prior  to  his  departure  he  states  Mr.  Schwartz  showed 
him  a  telegram  from  Glavis  urging  longer  delay,  and  Schwartz  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  Glavis  was  not  showing  due  diligence  in 
these  cases.  That  his  trip  West  was  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  that  the 
different  divisions  in  the  field  used  every  safe  means  for  bringing  to  a 
speedy  determination  many  of  the  vexatious  cases  that  had  been 
pending  for  so  long  a  time;  this  in  obedience  to  the  terms  of  the 
appropriation  giving  $1,000,000  to  bring  up  to  date  old  work  in  the 
field.    Mr.  Dennett  says : 

On  or  about  July  19, 1909, 1  arrived  in  Seattle  and  saw  Mr.  Glavis. 
Mr.  Glavis,  after  some  preliminary  conversation,  informed  me  that  he 
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had  been  superseded  by  Mr.  Sheridan  in  the  Cunningham  cases, 
was  not  surprised  at  this  step  because  of  the  known  feeling  that  1 
Glavis  had  not  been  as  active  as  necessary.  *  *  *  During  . 
conversation  Mr.  Glavis  told  me  that  he  had  called  in  the  assista 
of  the  Forestry  Bureau,  inasmuch  as  certain  of  these  claims  were 
the  Chugach  Forest  Reserve,  and  that  he  had  requested  their 
sistance  in  the  postponement  of  the  cases.  I  told  him  that  I  regret 
this  step,  inasmuch  as  it  had  appeared  to  me  to  be  calling  in  anot 
bureau  in  criticism  of  our  conduct  of  a  case,  especially  of  a  bur 
which  had  during  the  past  two  years  attempted  to  usurp  so  much 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  General  Land  Office.  I  further  stated  tha 
would  have  been  better  conduct  on  his  part  had  he  waited  until  I  1 
appeared  on  the  scene,  he  being  fully  aware  of  my  expected  trip 
the  West.  I  was  somewhat  outspoken  in  my  criticism,  reminding  J 
Glavis  that  during  the  last  two  years  it  had  been  my  great  aim 
build  up  a  first-class  special-agent  force,  and  that  I  had  on  every 
casion  defended  them  and  guarded  their  interests  as  against  the 
croachment  of  the  Forestry  Bureau.     *    *    *     (D.,  pp.  36-37.) 

On  July  22, 1909,  Mr.  Dennett  wired  Secretary  Ballinger: 

Advise  telegraphing  Schwartz  authorizing  him  to  delajr  issu 
notice  in  important  cases  subject  our  talk  here  until  Sheridan  < 
examine  evidence  obtained. 

Secretary  Ballinger  states  that  he  replied  to  Mr.  Dennett  as  i 
lows: 

Considering  mv  personal  reluctance  to  direct  proceedings  in  Ala: 
coal  cases,  you  should  make  necessary  directions  to  Schwartz.  ( 
12*.) 

INTERVENTION  OF  THE  FOBESTRT  BUREAU. 

On  July  23  Mr.  Dennett  wrote  to  the  Secretary,  referring  to 
telegram  and  saying: 

The  situation  is  as  follows:  Twenty-one  claims  are  onthe  foi 
reserve;  Glavis  has  so  advised  the  Forester  and  he  has  joined  h 
in  moving  for  a  delay  until  Kennedy  can  return  from  Alaska  with 
report  of  the  field  investigation.  Ulavis  seems  to  expect  a  show 
upon  the  fieJd  which  would  indicate  that  all  developments  have  b 
done  with  the  evident  purpose  of  advancing  a  single  interest, 
also  desires  to  find  out  in  what  manner  the  employees  were  paid  s 
information  of  this  kind.  Both  Schwartz  and  myself  were  of 
opinion  that  he  could  go  to  trial  on  the  evidence  already  obtained. 

I  have  no  recollection  that  the  matter  of  field  investigation  v 
taken  up  with  me,  although  I  am  not  certain  on  this  point.  Schwa 
telegraphs  me  that  the  Agricultural  Department  has  requested  i 
postponement,  and  under  all  the  circumstances  I  will  recommend  tl 
their  request  be  acquiesced  in.     (B.,  13.) 

Secretary  Ballinger  states  he  did  not  reply  to  this  letter,  but  wr 
to  Mr.  Schwartz  as  follows: 

The  commissioner  also  advises  me  regarding  the  action  of  Ch 
of  Field  Division  Glavis  respecting  the  hearing  on  Alaska  coal  cai 
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As  T  hare  heretofore  declined  to  make  any  direction  regarding  the 
disposition  of  these  cases  on  account  of  having  advised  some  of  the 

farties  in  reference  thereto  prior  to  my  appointment  as  Secretary, 
do  not  wish  in  any  way  to  be  drawn  into  the  matter  and  have  so 
advised  Mr.  Dennett.  What  I  have  insisted  on  in  this  connection  was 
that  the  Alaska  coal  cases  be  taken  up  and  a  prompt  disposition  be 
made  of  them  by  the  department,  as  they  have  been  hanging  fire  for 
several  years.  I  advised  Mr.  Dennett,  in  general,  in  Seattle  as  to  this 
phase  of  the  matter.  Immediately  on  his  return  I  wish  you  would 
take  this  subject  up  with  him.  "it  will  probably  be  necessary  to 
appeal  to  Congress  for  additional  legislation  before  this  matter  can 
be  entirely  cleaned  up.    (B.,  p.  12.) 

Mr.  Pierce  states  that  on  July  21,  1909,  Mr.  A.  C.  Shaw,  assistant 
law  officer  of  the  Forest  Service,  called  at  his  office  and  told  him  that 
part  of  the  Cunningham  claims  were  in  a  forest  reserve  and  that  the 
Forestry  Bureau  wanted  to  be  heard  in  the  cases,  and  asked  for  a 
postponement  of  them  until  November.  Mr.  Pierce  told  him  that 
he  had  promised  Governor  Moore  a  speedy  trial  of  those  cases,  and 
he  would  like  the  Forestry  Bureau  to  cooperate  with  the  Land  Office 
to  that  end.  Mr.  Shaw  asked  to  see  the  records,  and  Mr.  Pierce 
referred  him  to  the  General  Land  Office.  As  above  stated,  these  files 
had  been  put  in  the  possession  of  Law  Examiner  Murphy  with  in- 
structions not  to  show  them  to  anyone  without  the  order  of  Mr. 
Schwartz.  There  was  some  little  delay  before  this  permission  was 
received  (S.,  53-54),  and  then  the  files  were  handed  to  the  representa- 
tive of  the  Forestry  Bureau.  (S.,  54.)  Part  of  the  lands  in  which 
the  Cunningham  claims  are  located  are  within  the  Chugach  National 
Forest,  created  by  proclamation  of  the  President  on  July  23,  190T.  , 
This  proclamation  contains  the  following  clause: 

m  And  further  excepting  from  the  force  and  effect  of  this  proclama- 
tion all  lands  which  are  at  this  date  embraced  in  any  legal  entry  or 
covered  by  any  lawful  filing  or  selection  duly  of  record  in  the  proper 
United  States  land  office,  or  upon  which  any  valid  settlement  has 
been  made  pursuant  to  law,  if  the  statutory  period  within  which  to 
make  entry  of  filing  of  record  has  not  expired;  and  also  excepting 
all  lands  which  at  this  date  are  embraced  within  any  withdrawal  or 
reservation  for  any  use  or  purpose  with  which  this  reservation  for 
forest  uses  is  inconsistent :  Provided,  That  these  exceptions  shall  not 
continue  to  apply  to  any  particular  tract  of  land  unless  the  entrymanj 
settler,  or  claimant  continues  to  comply  with  the  law  under  which  the 
entry,  filing,  or  settlement  was  made,  or  unless  the  reservation  or  with- 
drawal witn  which  this  reservation  is  inconsistent  continues  in  force ; 
not  excepting  from  the  force  and  effect  of  this  proclamation,  how- 
ever, any  part  of  the  national  forest  hereby  established  which  may 
have  been  withdrawn  to  protect  the  coal  therein,  but  this  proclama- 
tion does  not  vacate  any  such  coal  land  withdrawn;  and  provided 
that  these  exceptions  shall  not  apply  to  any  land  embraced  in  any 
selection,  entry,  or  filing  which  may  have  t)een  permitted  to  remain 
of  record  subject  to  the  creation  of  a  permanent  reservation.     (P.,  34.) 
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By  executive  order,  dated  July  2,  1908,  the  Chugach  Nat 
Forest  and  the  Afognak  Forest  and  Fish  Culture  Reserve  were 
solidated  under  the  name  of  the  "  Chugach  National  Forest." 
forest  was  also  enlarged  by  proclamation  of  President  Roos 
dated  February  23,  1909.    Mr.  Pierce  states: 

All  33  of  these  Cunningham  locations  were  made  long  before 
forest  reserve  was  created,  and  30  of  them  were  entered  and  pai 
after  due  notice,  without  protest  or  objection  from  anybody  b 
the  forest  reserve  was  created, 

and  they  were,  therefore,  by  the  terms  of  the  proclamation,  exa 
from  its  effect  and  left  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Land  Oflk 
A  day  or  two  after  the  visit  of  Mr.  Shaw  there  was  received  b 
Assistant  Secretary  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  c 
July  21, 1909,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy: 

The  Honorable  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sir  :  I  have  received  a  telegram  from  the  district  forester  at  ] 
land,  Oreg.,  requesting  that  date  of  contemplated  hearings  to  ur 
the  32  coal  claims  of  the  Cunningham  group  in  the  Juneau,  Al 
land  district  be  not  held  before  November  1.  The  district  for 
says  in  his  telegram  that  he  had  written  to  the  chief  of  field  div 
at  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  requested  that  such  hearings  be  not  held  b 
the  date  mentioned.  The  forester  has  telegraphed ,  to  the  dii 
forester  a  request  that  he  report  by  telegram  the  reasons  for  not  y 
ingthe  hearings  before  such  date. 

These  cases  involve  Juneau,  Alaska,  coal-land  surveys  44,  etc. 
land  in  the  Chugach  National  Forest,  and  the  file  number  ii 
General  Land  Office  is  36996. 

I  have  learned  informally  at  the  General  Land  Office  that  a 
looking  to  an  early  hearing  is  contemplated  in  your  department 

I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  date  of  such  hearings  b< 
fixed  until  the  telegram  is  received  from  the  district  forester  gi 
the  reasons  for  his  request. 

(Signed)  James  Wilson, 

Secreta* 

(P.,  pp.  35-36.) 

On  July  27  another  letter,  dated  the  24th  July,  was  received  a 
Interior  Department  from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  as  foil 

#  The  telegraphic  report  from  the  district  forester  at  Portland,  C 
regarding  the  Cunningham  group  of  coal  claims  in  Alaska,  menti 
in  my  letter  to  you  of  July  21  as  having  been  called  for,  is  rece 
The  district  forester  reports  that  he  has  not  yet  had  opportunii 
have  these  claims  examined  upon  the  ground.  He  further  re] 
that  four  coal  claims  of  the  Cunningham  group,  which  can  not  y 
designated  specifically,  do  not  contain  workable  coal.  They  sh 
not  pass  to  patent  tor  that  reason.  The  district  forester  re 
mends  that  an  examination  of  the  ground  embraced  in  the  < 
claims  of  the  group  be  made  to  determine  whether  they  coi 
workable  coal.    He  also  reports  that  he  will  send  a  coal  expert  n 
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seating  the  Forest  Service  to  assist  the  experts  of  the  land  office  in 
the  examination  of  coal  claims  of  this  group  in  the  national  forest. 
Until  the  results  of  this  examination  are  available,  it  will  not 
be  possible  for  this  department  to  present  the  facts.  The  question 
at  issue  in  these  cases  is  of  such  importance  to  the  people  of  the 
Pacific  coast,  and  the  difficulties  in  the  presentation  or  the  Govern- 
ment's testimony  are  of  such  a  nature,  as  to  make  the  fullest  prepara- 
tion essential.  Accordingly,  I  have  the  honor  to  request  that  the 
date  for  the  hearing  contemplated  in  these  cases  be  not  fixed  until 
the  examination  of  the  ground  is  concluded  and  its  results  are  avail- 
able.'   (P.,  p.  36.) 

On  July  26,  1909,  Mr.  Schwartz  wrote  to  the  acting  secretary, 
stating  that,  under  date  of  July  23,  he  was  in  receipt  of  a  telegram 
from  Mr.  Dennett  advising  him  that  he  was  authorized  to  recommend 
to  the  acting  secretary  to  acquiesce  in  the  request  of  the  Forestry 
not  to  set  cases  for  hearing  immediately. 

This  [wrote  Mr.  Schwartz]  refers  to  the  Cunningham  group,  and  is 
probably  predicated  upon  the  fact  that  Coal  Mining  Engineer  Ken- 
nedy is  in  Alaska  making  examination  of  the  ground  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  any  material  facts  which  may  be  ascertained  by  such 
physical  examination ;  and  the  further  fact  that  Attorney  Sheridan, 
who  for  the  past  year  has  been  engaged  exclusively  in  the  trial  01 
coal -land  cases — particularly  conspiracy  cases — for  the  General  Land 
Office,  has  been  heretofore  designated  to  conduct  this  case,  and  is  now 
under  orders  to  proceed  to  Seattle.  It  will  require  some  little  time 
for  him  to  familiarize  himself  with  the  facts.  I  do  not  understand, 
however,  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  commissioner  that  we  shall 
arbitrarily  postpone  the  trial  of  these  cases  until  next  November; 
but  that  they  shall  proceed  the  same  as  other  cases  as  soon  as  the 
General  Land  Office  has  the  evidence  in  hand,  and  is  prepared  to 
go  on. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  we  have  the  evidence  in  hand ;  that  we  are 
prepared  to  go  on;  and  that  such  additional  details  of  evidence  as 
may  be  required  would,  in  the  ordinary  course,  be  in  hand  before 
the  present  contemplated  proceedings  could  reach  the  stage  of  the 
actual  taking  of  testimony.  However,  I  defer,  of  course,  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  commissioner.     (P.,  p.  37.) 

The  telegram  of  Commissioner  Dennett  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  referred 
to  in  this  letter,  read : 

Secretary  desires  to  refrain  from  any  action  in  proceedings  in 
Alaska  coal  cases.  I  authorize  you  to  recommend  to  Acting  Secretary 
Pierce  to  acquiesce  in  request  of  forestry  not  to  set  cases  for  hearing 
immediately. — Dennett,  Convrwr. 

(P.,  37.) 

On  July  29  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  replied  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  follows: 

Replying  to  your  letters  of  July  21  and  24,  1909,  requesting  delay 
in  holding  hearings  involving  coal  land  entries  in  the  Cunningham 
group,  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  district,  I  have  to  advise  you  that  this 
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department  will  gladly  cooperate  with  your  department  in  obi 
the  material  facts  with  reference  to  these  claims  and  will  take 
action  when  the  reports  are  received.    However,  these  entrie 
now  been  suspended  for  three  years,  and  it  is  important  ths 
early  action  be  had  relative  thereto,  not  only  because  of  the  p< 
interests  of  the  claimants,  but  of  the  vital  importance,  both 
people  of  Alaska  and  to  the  Government,  that  some  portion 
Alaska  coal  deposits  be  available  for  use. 

I  have  therefore  to  request  that  the  Forest  Service  be  direc 
expedite  in  every  possible  manner  whatever  investigation  i 
desire  to  make,  and  to  file  its  findings  at  the  earliest  possible  m< 
(P.,  p.  38.) 

On  July  21,  after  application  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Shaw, 
Forestry  Service,  to  the  Land  Office  for  papers  in  these  case 
Schwartz  wired  Commissioner  Dennett  at  Seattle  as  follows: 

Department  has  letter  from  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  origii 
in  Forest  Service,  asking  postponement  of  the  Cunningham  he 
until  November.    Shaw  says  Glavis  wrote  or  wired  him  recer 
matter.    Require  Glavis  to  show  you  copy  his  letter  to  Sh 
•  being  necessary  to  determine  motive  behind  Agriculture's  r 

I  for  such  long  delay.     Sheridan  leaves  to-morrow  for  Seattle 

1    ]  assistants.    (S.  Rec.,  282.) 

He  also  sent  a  further  personal  telegram  to  Mr.  Dennett,  as  f o 

I  suggest  Ballinger  wire  me  not  to  fix  date  of  hearing  or 
charges  until  Sheridan  completes  investigation  of  examinati 
evidence  and  makes  anv  further  investigations  he  may  deem  adv 
Forest  Supervisor  Allen,  Portland,  asked  for  protest  against 
hearing  upon  suggestion  of  Glavis.  My  opinion  present  ev 
abundantly  sufficient  to  show  whole  transaction,  but  immediate 
ing  might  be  used  by  Forester  for  political  effect.    (S.,  56.) 

The  above  telegram  [says  Mr.  Schwartz]  shows  very  accu 
what  I  believed  the  department  was  confronted  with  on  tne  afte 
of  July  21,  1909,  and  explains  that  which  is  on  pages  81  and 
Mr.  Gla vis's  statement  to  you  (as,  indeed,  Glavis  intended  it  s 
be)  a  reflection  on  Secretary  Ballinger — the  necessary  inference 
as  the  inspired  newspaper  articles  have  stated,  that  Judge  Bal 
was  keeping  in  close  touch  with  the  Cunningham  cases.  Mr 
linger  and  Mr.  Dennett  were  out  of  the  city.  I  was  of  the  o] 
that  the  intervention  of  the  Forest  Service  was  for  the  purp< 
creating  a  record  upon  which  a  newspaper  attack  would  at  oi 
framed  up  against  the  Secretary,  and  it  was  my  thought,  arrr 
probably  too  hurriedly,  that  inasmuch  as  Dennett  and  Ballingei 
Doth  in  Seattle,  and  Glavis  had  presented  the  matter  to  the  Seer 
that  Mr.  Ballinger  should  himself  direct  the  postponement  < 
cases.    This  was  purely  a  matter  of  policy.      (S.,  56.) 

As  above  stated,  upon  receipt  of  Secretary  Ballinger's  tel 
suggesting  that  Mr.  Dennett  should  give  the  necessary  directi 
Mr.  Schwartz,  Dennett  telegraphed: 

Secretary  desires  to  refrain  from  any  action  in  proceedir 
Alaska  coal  cases.    I  authorize  you  to  recommend  to  Acting  i 
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tary  Pierce  to  acquiesce  in  request  of  Forestry  not  to  set  cases  for 
hearing  immediately.     (S.,  p.  58;  G.,  p.  32.) 

At  the  same  time,  in  answer  to  his  personal  telegram,  above  quoted, 
Mr.  Dennett  wired  Schwartz : 

November  evidently  suggested  from  Glavis,  who  desires  report  field 
examination  before  triat  If  assistants  for  Sheridan  not  started 
stop  them  and  let  Sheridan  come  alone  for  the  present.     (G.,  p.  32.) 

On  July  24  Mr.  Sheridan  arrived  at  Seattle,  and  on  July  27  he 
wrote  a  report  to  Mr.  Schwartz  as  a  result  of  his  study  of  the  Cun- 
ningham cases.  His  report  analyses  the  affidavits  in  Mr.  Glavis's 
possession ;  says  that  they  all  show  a  practically  uniform  concurrence 
in  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Cunningham  in  his  affidavit,  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect: 

We  have  an  understanding  that  when  the  patents  have  been 
secured  we  would  form  a  company  for  the  development  of  the  coal 
fields,  but  none  of  the  claims  were  taken  up  for  the  benefit  of  a  cor- 
poration, but  merely  with  the  idea  when  titles  were  secured  we 
would  combine  our  claims  and  work  the  coal  field  for  ourselves.  (S. 
Rec.,  237.) 

This,  Mr.  Sheridan  points  out,  is  plainly  illegal.  He  shows  that 
there  was  some  contradictory  affidavits  which  make  it  apparent  that 
there  would  be  an  entire  change  of  front  from  what  was  originally 
set  out  in  the  first  Cunningham  affidavit,  which  would  give  an  entire 
conflict  and  leave  the  case,  as  regards  the  record  evidence,  in  a  very 
jumbled  condition.  Second,  he  says  that  with  respect  to  the  govern- 
ment witnesses,  Special  Agents  Stoner  and  Kennedy  were  absent  in 
Alaska  at  present: 

•  *  *  and  from  what  I  learn  from  Mr.  Glavis,  their  instruc- 
tions were  not  such  as  necessarily  to  have  them  complete  the  examina- 
tion of  the  Cunningham  group  before  considering  several  other  groups 
under  investigation  there  also;  hence  it  is  not  at  present  known 
whether  or  not  they  would  be  of  any  use  if  immediately  called,  as 
it  may  well  be,  but  they  have  spent  their  time  examining  other 
than  the  Cunningham  group  to  date.  *  •  *  Timber  jExpert 
Ames,  of  the  Forestry  Department,  I  am  informed,  is  now  in  Alaska 
and  on  his  way  to  the  Cunningham  group.  Now,  inasmuch  as  4 
of  the  33  entries  in  this  Cunningham  grouj)  were  taken  up  for  their 
timber  rather  than  their  coal  values — for  it  is  conceded  by  the  parties 
interested  that  they  are  not  valuable  as  coal  lands — the  condition  of 
these  4  entries  as  regards  their  timber  would  be  a  material  piece  of 
evidence,  for  it  appears  from  the  record  evidence  now  in  the  posses- 
sion of  Mr.  Glavis  that  the  entrymen  who  took  up  these  4  entries 
have  been  similarly  assessed  with  those  who  took  up  the  coal  entries. 
(S.  Rec.,  238.) 

After  reviewing  the  probable  plan  of  the  defense,  Mr.  Sheridan 

says: 

I  feel  that  it  is  only  safe  and  consistent  to  have  an  exhibit  at  the 
healing  setting  oat  development*,  improvements,  and  timber  candi- 
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tions  on  this  group  before  proceeding.  This  is  my  very  best 
ment  on  the  matter;  and  in  view  of  the  importance  of  winnin 
first  Alaska  case — for  I  am  convinced  that  the  Government  s 
prevail  in  it — I  do  not  care  to  recommend  an  immediate  hearin 
then  entirely  disappoint  you  in  the  result. 

Mr.  Glavis  [he  says]  suggests  that  the  hearing  be  set  for  abo 
15th  of  October.  He  and  I  are  agreed  that  it  will  be  prompt! 
ished  when  we  have  this  field  evidence  from  Alaska  at  hand.    * 

There  is  no  additional  record  evidence  to  be  obtained  at  pi 
as  far  as  we  know,  and  hence  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  keep  S 
Agents  Smith  and  Phillips  here  for  that  purpose.  (S.  Kec 
238-242.) 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  reasons  given  by  Mr.  Sheridan  foi 
of  a  field  examination  before  proceeding  to  hearing  differ  en 
from  those  set  forth  by  Mr.  Glavis  in  his  report  of  July  8.  Ii 
report  he  said: 

The  necessity  for  such  field  examinations,  showing  that  the  c 
have  been  worked  with  a  view  to  the  consolidation  therof ,  and  < 
mining  and  marketing  of  the  coal  for  the  benefit  of  the  claii 
with  the  intention  to  form  a  company,  is  perfectly  apparent  U 
etc. 

While  Mr.  Sheridan  points  out  that  inasmuch  as  4  out  of  t 
entries  were  taken  up  for  timber  rather  than  coal  values,  the  con< 
of  these  4  entries  as  regards  their  timber  would  be  a  material 
of  evidence,  and  that  it  was  therefore  desirable  to  establish  the 
condition  of  these  four  entries  as  regards  their  timber.  Furtt 
says: 

*  *  *  from  what  I  can  learn  from  the  record  evidence  i 
possession  of  Mr.  Glavis,  and  which  is  supported  by  his  owe 
sonal  opinion  of  the  situation,  it  appears  that  nearly  all  of  the  d 
expended  was  on  one  general  tunnel,  which  necessarily  would 
immediate  benefit  only  to  the  entry  upon  which  it  is  constr 
and,  perhaps,  a  few  adjoining  entries.  It  will  be  apparent  to 
from  this  situation  that  a  map  of  the  actual  conditions  o] 
ground  as  regards  development  and  timber  is  essential  to  esti 
the  Government's  contention.  From  the  record  evidence  it  ap 
that  Mr.  Cunningham  will  contend  that  thirty-odd  openings 
been  made  on  these  entries,  his  aim  being  to  show  that  they 
individual  and  independent  concerns.  Now,  as  a  matter  of  f 
map  made  on  the  grounds  shows  this  not  to  be  the  case,  and  th 
development  properly  so  called  was  upon  one  main  tunnel.  Yo 
realize  how  strong  will  be  the  Government's  case  and  how  e 
matter  it  will  be  to  defeat  these  entries.    (S.  Rec,  pp.  238-239. 

Mr.  Sheridan  in  his  letter  is  speaking  of  the  "  record  compos 
the  books  and  affidavits  on  the  one  hand  "  and  of  the  "  field  exa: 
tion  "  on  the  other,  and  the  list  above  quoted  shows  that  the  in 
gations  in  the  Cunningham  cases  were  in  fact  complete  so  far  i 
interviewing  the  entrymen  in  the  United  States  was  concerned 
that  there  remained  nothing  to  be  done  except  the  examination  < 
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land  itself.  On  August  3, 1909,  Mr.  Schwartz  wrote  directing  Sheri- 
dan to  continue  in  charge  of  the  case  and  to  bring  it  to  such  a  state 
of  completion  as  would  enable  the  Government  to  properly  present 
all  the  facts;  that  in  the  meantime  the  General  Land  Office  would 
arrange  for  a  stipulation  between  the  Government  and  the  Cunning- 
ham group  for  the  taking  of  testimony  before  a  commissioner  and 
for  the  consolidation  of  all  the  claims,  as  to  which  matter  he  requested 
a  reply  to  his  telegram  of  July  16,  to  Glavis  requesting  the  names  of 
the  towns  and  the  order  in  which  it  was  desired  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  take  the  testimony,  which  telegram  Mr.  Glavis  neg- 
lected to  answer. 

On  July  28  Mr.  Sheridan  reported  that  he  was  informed  by  Mr. 
Glavis  that  specific  instructions  were  given  to  the  men  then  in  Alaska 
to  have  Cunningham  case  completed  before  their  return  that  sum- 
mer; also,  that  he  did  not  need  Mr.  Phillips  either  on  Cunningham  or 
other  coal  cases  under  investigation  there.  (S.  Rec.,  pp.  250-251.) 
Detailed  instructions  were  wired  by  Mr.  Schwartz  to  Mr.  Sheridan  on 
August  17  to  proceed  with  the  case.    (S.  Rec,  252.) 

Glavis's  summary  concludes  with  the  following  paragraphs: 

Within  the  last  month  repeated  efforts  have  been  made  to  force 
the  Cunningham  group  of  claims  to  a  hearing  despite  a  showing  by 
Glavis  that  further  evidence  is  obtainable  ana  necessary. 

As  a  last  resort  Glavis  called  on  the  Forest  Service  to  assist  in 
securing  postponement,  *  *  *.  Mr.  Ballinger,  while  not  appear- 
ing in  writing  officially,  has  been  keeping  in  close  touch  with  the 
cases  by  conferences  with  Commissioner  Dennett,  and  during  the 
past  month  Commissioner  Dennett  has  been  trying  to  force  hearings 
and  has  in  various  ways  shown  his  sympathy  with  the  coal  claim- 
ants. *  *  •.  Under  directions  from  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce, 
the  General  Land  Office  requested  the  claimants  of  the  Cunningham 
group  to  sign  stipulations  to  eliminate  action  or  consideration  of  the 
case  by  the  Juneau  office  and  has  provided  for  a  decision  by  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  first  instance,  contrary  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  for  practice  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  con- 
trary to  any  known  precedent.     (G.,  pp.  8-4.) 

The  facts  above  narrated  show,  and  the  statement  of  Mr.  Schwartz 
gives  more  in  detail,  the  facts  concerning  the  effort  to  bring  these 
•cases  to  trial.    Mr.  Schwartz  states  fully  the  reasons  therefor.    He 
says  that: 

With  a  case  of  the  magnitude  of  the  Cunningham  claims  already 
worked  up  and  ready  for  trial,  there  was  no  occasion  to  call  in  the 
Forestry  Bureau.  I  confess  to  a  decree  of  pride  in  the  work  of  my 
office.  He  knew,  for  reasons  already  indicated,  *  *  *  that  to 
call  for  the  assistance  of  Mr.  A.  C.  Shaw  of  the  Forest  Service,  at 
Washington,  D.  C.,  after  I  had  assured  him  of  legal  assistance,  would 
be  distasteful  to  me.  Also,  he  knew  my  disagreement  would  rest 
solely  upon  a  desire  to  retain  the  credit  for  victory,  the  fruits  of  our 
own  labor  in  work  devolving  on  us  by  the  laws  of  Congress.  (S., 
p.  62.) 
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With  respect  to  Glavis's  statement  that  further  evidence  was 
,  tai nable  and  necessary,  Mr.  Schwartz  sets  forth  in  his  statement 

detail  the  evidence  in  the  Government's  hands  and  gives  reasons  ^ 
in  his  opinion,  the  case  could  have  proceeded  to  hearing.     (S., 
;  65-78.)    While  Mr.  Schwartz  deferred  to  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Sh 

dan,  an  impartial  consideration  of  his  views  in  the  foregoing  st 
ment  and  of  Mr.  Sheridan's  letter  will  indicate  that,  to  say  the  le 
the  General  Land  Office  had  abundant  reason  to  feel  justified 
proceeding  to  hearing  at  the  date  originally  fixed  without  delaj 
until  the  field  examination  in  Alaska  should  be  completed.  ^ 
respect  to  the  stipulation  to  eliminate  action  or  consideration  of 
case  by  the  Juneau  office,  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  says  that  s 
elimination  is  not  contrary  to  any  known  precedent.  On  the  c 
trary,  he  says,  it  is  quite  common  for  the  Commissioner,  under 
supervision  of  the  Secretary,  to  direct  important  matters  and  imj 
tant  cases  to  be  acted  on  in  the  first  instance  by  the  General  L 
Office  and  to  eliminate  the  local  office.  Primary  jurisdiction  un 
the  law  rests  in  the  Commissioner,  subject  to  the  supervisory  con 
of  the  Secretary.     (P.,  p.  40.) 

Commissioner  Dennett  says  that  under  the  act  of  January 
1903,  the  compulsory  attendance  of  witnesses  is  limited  to  sn 
point  in  the  county  in  which  they  reside.  It  would  be,  theref 
impossible  to  secure  the  attendance  of  all  the  necessary  witnesses 
Juneau  even  if  such  a  proceeding  had  been  desired.  The  facili 
at  Juneau  are  necessarily  limited. 

It  has  always  been  the  practice,  therefore,  to  have  authority  iss 
to  commissioners,  or  other  qualified  officers,  who  should  preside 
the  taking  of  testimony  when  taken  at  any  other  point  than  at 
Land  Office  itself.  This  step  of  taking  testimony  before  a  comi 
sioner  was,  therefore,  entirely  in  accordance  with  law.  The  tra 
mission  of  the  evidence  to  the  General  Land  Office,  instead  of  se 
ing  it  to  the  register  and  receiver,  was  evidently  taken  for  the  p 
pose  of  economy  of  time,  and  for  the  further  fact  that  Juneau,  be 
so  distant,  it  was  not  deemed  necessary  for  the  attorneys  in  the  c 
to  proceed  there  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  arguments,  an< 
appeared  the  better  course  to  refer  the  matter  directly  to  the  C< 
missioner,  and  for  him  to  listen  to  the  argument,  if  submitted.  ( 
p.  45.) 

Referring  to  the  statement  that — 

Mr.  Ballinger,  while  not  appearing  in  writing  officially,  has  b 
keeping  in  close  touch  with  the  cases  by  conferences  with  Conn 
sioner  Dennett,  etc., 

Secretary  Ballinger  says: 

This  statement  I  unequivocally  deny.  I  have  had  no  knowle 
of  the  course  of  proceedings  taken  by  Mr.  Pierce,  Mr.  Dennett,  or  ! 
Schwartz  in  these  cases  since  leaving  Washington,  June  242  except 
statement  of  Glavis  to  me  that  they  were  not  giving  him  time  enoi 

get  his  evidence,  as  mentioned  in  my  general  statement,  and  cert 
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telegraphic  communications  and  a  letter  from  Mr.  Dennett  to  me, 
which  I  have  given  in  my  general  statement.  I  have  had  but  two 
conversations  with  Mr.  Dennett  since  leaving  Washington,  and  they 
had  no  bearing  on  the  Cunningham  cases  further  than  as  relates  to 
Mr.  Glavis's  desire  for  further  time  and  his  having  advised  with 
forest  officers,  as  covered  by  Mr.  Dennett's  letter  of  July  23,  shown  as 
Exhibit  15,  which  letter  I  did  not  answer. 

I  wrote  from  Boise,  Idaho,  July  25,  1909,  to  Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 
as  shown  in  my  general  statement.     (B.,  p.  19.) 

COMMISSIONER  DENNETT'S  ATTITUDE. 

One  further  statement  remains  to  be  noted,  namely,  that  Commis- 
sioner Dennett  had  been  trying  to  force  hearings  and  in  various  ways 
had  shown  his  sympathy  with  the  coal  claimants.  (G.,  p.  4.)  Under 
date  of  July  26,  1909,  Glavis  prepared  and  presented  to  Commis- 
sioner Dennett,  in  person,  a  statement  or  report  concerning  the  pres- 
ent status  of  the  investigation  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  which  is  in 
Glavis's  statement  as  Exhibit  17.  In  that  report,  after  referring  to  a 
number  of  cases,  including  the  Cunningham  group,  he  said : 

As  I  explained  to  you  yesterday,  most  of  the  evidence  in  the  above 
cases  have  already  been  secured,  and  it  will  be  possible  to  submit  final 
report  on  all  of  these  cases  prior  to  November  1,  and  on  said  date  I 
shall  be  readv  to  proceed  with  the  hearings.  These  cases  are  await- 
ing the  result  of  the  field  investigations  now  being  made,  and  by 
November  1  every  part  of  this  work;  including  the  making  of  maps, 
etc.,  and  the  completion  of  any  evidence  that  may  6e  secured  for 
those  in  the  coal  field,  will  b,e  ready  for  final  report.  There  is  also 
further  evidence  here  that  must  be  gathered.  This  I  can  complete 
prior  to  November  1.     (G.  Ex.  17.) 

This  may  be  contrasted  with  Glavis's  statement  to  Schwartz  that 
he  was  ready  to  make  a  full  report  by  July  1  as  to  all  matters  except 
the  result  of  the  field  investigation,  and  with  Mr.  Sheridan's  report 
of  July  27, 1909,  that^- 

There  is  no  additional  record  evidence  to  be  obtained  at  present, 
as  far  as  we  know,  and  hence  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  keep  Spe- 
cial Agents  Smith  and  Phillips  here  for  that  purpose.  (S.  Rec., 
p.  241.) 

in  which  report  it  appears  Mr.  Glavis  concurred ;  and  with  the  fur- 
ther statement  in  Glavis's  letter  to  Dennett  of  July  26,  1909.  (G. 
Ex.  17.) 

In  order,  however,  to  properly  attend  to  the  routine  work,  such 
as  the  pending  hearings  on  other  entries,  field  examinations,  and 
such  other  routine  matters  requiring  attention,  I  believe  the  services 
of  an  experienced  special  agent  advisable,  and  as  I  understand 
Special  Agent  Charles  O.  Pollard's  transfer  from  Portland  has 
been  recommended,  I  respectfully  suggest  that  he  be  assigned  here, 
since  he  has  had  much  experience  in  the  handling  of  all  kinds  oi 
cases,  and  would  also  be  very  useful  when  the  testimony  in  the  coal 
cases  is  taken. 
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Mr.  Dennett  states: 

Mr.  Pollard  was  formerly  under  Mr.  Glavis  at  Portlai 
complaints  reached  us  of  the  character  of  his  work,  and  al; 
plaints  reached  us  from  Mr.  Glavis  himself  to  the  fact  that 
had  not  handed  in  money  given  to  him  for  payment  of  < 
sioner's  fees  to  the  party  earning  them.  An  examination  was 
by  Mr.  Glavis,  but  while  the  indications  were  not  altogether  fa 
to  Mr.  Pollard,  Mr.  Glavis  reported  to  us  that  he  could  no 
the  case.  There  was  an  additional  charge  also  that  Mr.  Poll* 
borrowed  money  from  Senator  Borah  and  had  neglected  to  ] 
same,  and  it  was  only  upon  our  calling  on  Mr.  Pollard  for 
planation  that  the  check  was  sent  to  Senator  Borah.  Mr. 
reported  this  debt,  having  advised  that  he  [Glavis]  had  lea: 
this  debt  by  holding  Borah's  letter  up  to  the  light  and  i 
through  a  thin  envelope.  I,  therefore,  did  not  feel  like  acquies 
Mr.  Glavis's  request  for  Mr.  Pollard  specifically.     (D.,  pp. 

Mr.  Pollard's  present  chief  has  since  asked  for  his  removal  f 
ing  willfully  submitted  false  daily  reports.    Pollard  was  in  P< 
Oreg.,  August  9,  1909,  and  submitted  reports  showing  that 
taking  affidavits  that  day  in  the  interior  of  the  State.     (D., 

The  statements  in  Glavis's  letter  to  Dennett  of  July  26,  19( 
cerning  the  reasons  why  he  had  stated  to  Commissioner  1 
that  the  Government  was  not  prepared  to  proceed  to  heari 
carefully  analyzed  and  answered  by  Mr.  Schwartz  in  his  sta 
(S.,  pp.  7^78.) 

With  respect  to  the  last  page  of  the  letter  quoting  the  tel 
passing  between  himself  and  Mr.  Dennett  as  to  affidavits  left  in 
ington,  and  the  admissions  by  coal  claimants  and  the  stateme 
curred  in  by  his  stenographer  (Ex.  18),  Mr.  Spaulding,  pur 
to  set  forth  what  transpired  between  him  and  Commissioner  1 
when  the  Commissioner  wrote  the  letter  of  July  26,  the  Commi 
says: 

Mr.  Glavis  has  misinterpreted  my  feeling  in  this  matte 
first  natural  feeling  was  that  of  anger,  and  followed  by  a  fee 
astonishment  and  disgust,  and  for  the  first  time  of  the  full  ] 
tion  of  what  a  viciously  inclined  mind  Glavis  had  and  to 
vicious  directions  he  was  tending.     *    *    * 

The  telegram  in  question  at  first  I  could  not  remember.  * 
after  a  few  moments,  however,  I  recalled  the  circum 
which  he  describes,  and  he  explains  the  reasons.     (D.,  pp.  I 

The  matter  seems  to  be  wholly  immaterial  except  as  bearing 
attitude  of  Mr.  Glavis  toward  the  commissioner,  because  t 
davits  referred  to  in  Glavis's  telegram  of  June  23  were,  as  1: 
forwarded  to  him  on  the  21st,  and  whatever  omissions  he  clai 
be  made  are  contained  in  those  affidavits.    Mr.  Dennett  contij 

What  he  says  about  legislation  and  my  recommending  it 
fectly  correct.  I  certainly  joined  in  the  recommendation  of 
partment  for  legislation  which  would  cure  the  vexatious  con 
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which  existed  in  Alaska,  and  which  arose  out  of  the  peculiar  condi- 
tions in  a  country  undeveloped  and  in  a  territory  hardly  accessible. 

To  the  statement  which  he  submits,  given  by  Mr.  T.  P.  McDonald, 
he  adds  a  memorandum  stating: 

"  Immediately  after  the  taking  of  the  above  affidavit  and  on  this 
29th  day  of  June,  1909,  in  Mr.  Glavis's  office,  room  219,  Federal  Build- 
ing, Seattle,  Wash.,  T.  P.  McDonald,  the  above-named  deponent, 
stated  in  the  presence  of  both  of  us  that  he  had  made  the  statements 
identical  with  the  above  statements  to  Mr.  Fred  Dennett  in  the 
General  Land  Office  at  Washington,  D.  C,  prior  to  the  passage  of 
the  act  of  May  05, 1908,  and  that  Mr.  Dennett  said  that  if  the  Alaska 
coal  claimants  wanted  to  get  their  claims  they  had  better  get  together 
and  have  legislation  passed  that  would  enable  them  to  carry  out  the 
intentions  with  which  they  originally  entered  coal  lands  in  Alaska." 
(D.,  56.) 

The  statement  which  he  submits,  given  by  Mr.  T.  P.  McDonald, 
Dennett  says, 

is  manifestly  on  the  face  of  it  untrue  as  far  as  the  first  portion  of  the 
statement  is  concerned.  On  page  2  of  the  statement  of  Mr.  McDonald 
is  the  answer  to  the  question : 

"When  was  this  company  organized?" 

Answer.  "  Some  time  last  year;  in  1908.  It  was  after  the  passage 
of  the  law;  the  organization  was  not  complete  until  some  time  in 
1909,  but  it  was  started  last  year,  possibly  in  December,  1908." 

There  need  be  no  other  refutation  of  the  statement  that  u  the  state- 
ments identical  with  the  above  statements  "  were  made  to  me  in  the 
General  Land  Office  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908, 
when  the  statement  itself  refers  in  the  most  essential  portion,  namely, 
the  organization  of  the  cooperative  company,  to  a  date  subsequent 
to  the  passage  of  the  act.    •    *    *     (D.,  pp.  56-57.) 


The  animus  of  Mr.  Glavis  with  respect  to  Commissioner  Dennett, 
as  well  as  to  Secretary  Ballinger,  is  perfectly  revealed  by  a  letter 
dated  July  81,  1909,  written  by  him  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  which  letter 
was  forwarded  to  Secretary  Ballinger  immediately  upon  its  receipt. 
It  is  dated  Portland,  Oreg.,  July  31, 1909,  and  reads  as  follows: 
Personal] 

Dear  Schwartz  :  Dennett  and  I  had  quite  a  talk  on  the  coal  cases, 
especially  that  part  showing  him  up.  He  has  no  doubt  written  you 
stating  tnat  I  am  trying  to  involve  him,  etc.  I  want  you  to  weigh  the 
facts  and  determine  whether  my  action  was  not  the  best  way  in 
which  to  present  it — think  of  the  other  methods  that  could  have  been 
followed.  He  realizes  that  he  has  not  done  right  I  could  go  into 
details  and  tell  you  many  things,  but  I  shall  not  do  so  because  the 
purpose  of  this  letter  is  not  to  influence  you  against  Dennett;  how- 
ever, I  do  not  want  him  to  impair  our  friendship,  which  I  prize  very 
highly,  as  I  have  few  real  friends.  I  again  do  not  wish  our  friend- 
ship to  influence  you  in  doing  your  duty  officially. 
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Keep  out  of  the  cases,  if  possible — let  Dennett  fight  his  < 
battles. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  neither  Dennett  nor  B.  will  last  long 
surely  not  Dennett — he  can  not  remain  in.  Now,  under  sucn 
cumstances,  why  not  you  try  for  the  place?  I  am  quite  sure  you 
win  out. 

In  other  words,  Schwartz,  you  have  known  my  opinion  of  D. 
a  long  time,  and  as  he  is  in  a  tight  place  at  present  he  will  be  1 
apt  to  try  to  place  the  blame  on  someone  else. 

Your  friend,  Loot 

(S.,  p.  2;B.,  p.  23.) 

Mr.  Schwartz  says: 

I  immediately  replied  to  Mr.  Glavis's  letter,  but  the  letter  be 
personal,  I  retained  no  copy.  In  my  letter  I  told  him  that  he  cc 
not  present  to  me  unofficially  such  charges  or  statements  against 
Dennett  and  me  remain  silent  officially;  that  I  would  cause  an  in 
tigation  to  be  made,  and  either  he  or  the  commissioner  would  hav 
resign,  or  he,  discovering  his  facts  were  in  error,  make  suitable  it 
ration;  also,  that  so  long  as  Mr.  Dennett  was  commissioner 
political  loyalty  was  to  him,  and  that  I  would  do  nothing  to  succ 
him.     (S.x  p.  3.) 

On  or  about  August  10  Mr.  Glavis  took  his  summary  and  rej 
or  statement  of  charges  to  Mr.  Gifford  Pinchot,  Chief  Forester,  i 
advised  him  to  lay  the  whole  matter  before  the  President  witfc 
delay,  and  gave  him  a  letter  of  introduction  to  the  President 

The  foregoing  constitutes  a  summary  of  the  essential  parts  of 
very  voluminous  records  constituting  the  answers  to  the  vari 
charges  and  insinuations  against  Secretary  Ballinger,  Assistant  I 
retary  Pierce,  Commissioner  Dennett,  and  Chief  of  Field  Ser 
Schwartz. 

In  a  separate  communication  addressed  to  the  President  by  '. 
Glavis  under  date  of  September  3,  1909,  he  transmits  copy  o 
.communication  dated  January  15,  1908,  addressed  by  Clarence  C 
ningham  to  the  register  and  receiver  at  the  United  States  land  o: 
at  Juneau,  Alaska,  calling  attention  particularly  to  the  fourth  pi 
graph  of  the  said  letter,  reading  as  follows: 

The  commissioner  has  furnished  us  with  copies  of  all  the  oo 
spondence  and  telegrams  relating  to  our  entries  between  the  vari 
special  agents  and  also  with  your  office.  Up  to  date  everything  se 
to  be  approved  by  each  special  and  department  chief.  So  now 
only  delay  will  be  occasioned  through  failure  to  receive  plats,  acc< 
ing  to  Judge  Ballinger's  advice. 

Mr.  Glavis  says: 

Mr.  Ballinger  was  the  commissioner  at  that  time,  and  it  wa 
violation  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  department  in  forci 
that  time  to  make  public  information  furnished  by  special  agi 
relative  to  their  investigations. 
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This  evidence  he  requests  shall  be  considered  in  support  of  state- 
ments made  on  pages  19  and  20  of  his  statement  of  charges. 

Mr.  Ballinger  replied  to  these  supplemental  charges  in  a  letter 
addressed  to  you  under  date  of  September  10,  1909.    He  says : 

While  there  was  not,  among  the  Land  Office  files,  on  the  date  of 
the  said  letter  (January  15, 1908),  nor  at  any  time  prior  thereto,  any 
document  which  in  any  manner  reflected  upon  the  Dona  fides  of  the 
Cunningham  entries,  and  no  matter  of  a  secret  or  confidential  charac- 
ter which  Cunningham  or  any  of  his  coclaimants  might  not  very 
Eroperly  have  seen,  or  the  exhibition  of  which  to  them  would  have 
een  a  violation  of  any  rule  or  regulation  of  the  department,  I  most 
unequivocally  and  emphatically  deny  that  copies  of  any  such  papers 
were  furnished  to  any  person  whomsoever  and  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Cunningham  is  a  fabrication  pure  and  simple.  If  anyone  secured 
copies  of  papers  as  stated  in  the  quotation  from  tiunningham's 
letter,  it  was  without  the  knowledge  of  myself  or  Mr.  Dennett,  the 
Assistant  Commissioner,  or  Chief  of  Fiela  Service  Schwartz.  The 
only  excuse  for  the  statement  to  the  local  land  officers  that  such 
copies  had  been  furnished  which  occurs  to  me  is,  that  Cunningham 
may  have  been  attempting  to  unduly  impress  such  officers. 

In  a  further  letter  addressed  to  you  by  Secretary  Ballinger,  dated 
September  9, 1909,  he  says : 

In  my  interview  with  you  on  Tuesday  evening  last  you  stated  that 
Louis  K.  Glavis  had  saia  to  you  in  substance  that  I  had  acquired  as 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  a  knowledge  of  the  facts 
set  out  in  the  record  in  the  Cunningham  cases,  which  as  attorney 
for  the  Cunningham  claimants  I  afterwards  used  in  advising  them 
in  their  attempt  to  secure  patents. 

In  answer  to  this  charge  he  submitted  the  following: 

(1)  That  as  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  I  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  specific  facts  or  any  facts  contained  in  the  records 
and  files  of  the  General  Land  Office,  further  than  what  was  contained 
in  Special  Agent  Love's  report.  The  files  were  not  laid  before  me, 
nor  examined  by  me  at  any  time,  nor  were  their  contents  made  known 
to  me.  (2)  At  the  time  in  question  I  was  advised  by  Mr.  Schwartz 
that  the  files  of  the  General  Land  Office  showed  only  the  entries  and 
Agent  Love's  report,  together  with  a  general  report  on  Alaska  coal 
entries  by  Agent  Jones.  (3)  At  the  time  Mr.  Glavis  made  this 
statement  to  you  he  well  knew  that  the  memorandum  book  of  Clar- 
ence Cunningham  and  affidavits  taken  by  him,  spoken  of  in  his  state- 
ment had  not  been  reported  by  him  to  Washington,  and  had  not  be- 
come a  part  of  the  files  of  the  General  Land  Office,  or  in  any  way 
brought  to  my  attention  while  I  was  commissioner.  The  records  show 
that  this  book  was  not  mailed  to  Washington  by  Glavis  until  the  21st 
day  of  April,  1908.  My  resignation  took  effect  on  March  4,  1908.  In 
this  respect  Glavis  would  appear  to  have  designedly  suppressed  the 
truth. 
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CONCLUSIONS. 

The  conclusions  which,  in  my  opinion,  are  very  clearly  establish 
by  these  papers,  are  as  follows : 

First.  The  insinuations  or  charges  of  improper  action  on  the  j 
of  Secretary  Ballinger,  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce,  Commissic 
Dennett,  or  Chief  of  Field  Division  Schwartz  are,  in  my  opiir 
entirely  disproved.  So  far  from  taking  any  action  to  favor  the  C 
ningham  claimants,  the  record  clearly  shows  that  Secretary  Ballir 
was  scrupulously  careful  not  in  any  respect  to  act  upon  these  clai 
for  the  reason  that  during  the  summer  of  1908,  while  he  was  in 
manner  connected  with  the  Government,  he  had  been  consulted 
some  of  the  claimants  with  respect  to  the  issuance  of  patents,  and 
called  upon  Secretary  Garfield  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
attitude  of  his  department  thereon.  Neither  his  action  nor  anj 
his  written  or  spoken  expressions  were  favorable  to  these  claima 
The  utmost  he  did  was  to  instruct  the  Land  Office  to  promptly 
vestigate  and  dispose  of  all  pending  cases. 

Second.  The  suggestion  that  it  was  unlawful  for  Mr.  Ballinge] 
have  any  professional  relation  with  these  claimants  because  of 
previous  incumbency  of  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  the  Land  O: 
is,  in  my  opinion,  unsound.  The  suggestion  is  based  on  section  ' 
United  States  Revised  Statutes,  which  enacts: 

It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  appointed  after  the  first 
of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-two,  as  an  off 
clerk,  or  employee  in  any  of  the  departments  to  act  as  counsel 
torney,  or  agent  for  prosecuting  any  claim  against  the  United  S* 
which  was  pending  in  either  of  said  departments  while  he  was 
officer,  clerk,  or  employee,  nor  in  any  manner,  nor  by  any  mean 
aid  in  the  prosecution  of  any  such  claim,  within  two  years  next  t 
he  shall  have  ceased  to  be  such  officer,  clerk,  or  employee. 

In  the  case  of  W.  D.  Harlan  (17  Land  Dec.,  216)  Secretary  <* 
Interior  Smith,  in  a  well-reasoned  opinion,  held  that  the   « 
"  claim  against  the  United  States,"  as  used  in  that  section,  mu  t 
construed  to  mean  a  money  demand  against  the  United  States, 
earlier  decision  (4  Land  Dec.,  179),  which  gave  a  wider  applicat 
to  the  words,  was  overruled.    In  Yeater  v.  Prince  (33  Land  C 
137) ,  this  construction  was  adopted  and  followed  by  Acting  Secret 
Ryan.    A  similar  construction  has  been  given  in  section  10  of 
act  of  March  3, 1863,  now  constituting  section  3469,  Revised  Statu 
relating  to  the  assignment  "  of  any  claims  in  favor  of  the  TTni 
States,"  by  Attorney- General  Edwards  (12  Op.,  543) ;  and  s 
541*8,   Revised   Statutes*  relating  to  the   prosecution  of  any 
Against  tin*  United  Status  by  an  officer  of  the  United  States,  et 
pears  only  to  have  been  applied  to  the  prosecution  of  money 
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Third.  The  Cunningham  locations  were  made  in  July  and  August, 
1904.  All  but  three  of  them  proceeded  to  entry  prior  to  May  1, 1907, 
and  the  remaining  three  in  October,  1907,  payments  aggregating 
$52,800  being  made  and  covered  into  the  Treasury. 

The  Government  has  had  an  abundance  of  time  to  investigate  the 
validity  of  these  entries.  The  entrymen  are  certainly  entitled  to  know 
with  reasonable  promptness  the  objections  to  issuing  patents  on  their 
claims  and  to  have  such  objections  disposed  of  within  a  reasonable 
time.  The  attention  of  the  Land  Office  was  specifically  directed  to 
these  claims  in  August,  1907.  They  were  investigated  by  Agents 
Love  and  Jones.  They  were  put  in  Mr.  Glavis's  hands,  together  with 
the  investigation  of  all  other  Alaska  coal-land  locations  and  entries 
in  January,  1908.  He  had  the  benefit  of  the  report  of  Messrs.  Love 
and  Jones.  All  the  essential  facts  relating  to  the  claims  seem  to  have 
been  ascertained  by  him  in  the  spring  of  1908.  Indeed,  the  claimants 
do  not  appear  to  have  made  any  concealment  of  the  facts  upon  which 
their  claims  depend.  Except  during  a  period  of  not  exceeding  two 
months  (April  and  May,  1908),  when  proceedings  were  suspended 
owing  to  the  exhaustion  of  the  appropriation,  Glavis  had  upward 
of  two  years  in  which  to  complete  his  investigations.  He  was  fur- 
nished by  the  land  office  with  all  the  assistance  which  he  requested* 
All  efforts  to  induce  him  to  bring  his  investigation  to  a  conclusion 
were  met  only  with  requests  for  further  assistance,  coupled  with 
criticism  of  his  superior  officers,  as  well  as  of  other  special  agents 
who  had  been  connected  with  the  cases;  and  every  time  the  General 
Land  Office  urged  a  speedy  completion  of  the  work — which,  it  may 
be  observed,  was  merely  preparatory  to  a  trial  of  the  questions  in- 
volved in  the  entries,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not 
patent  should  issue — Glavis  advanced  some  more  or  less  specious 
reasons  why  he  was  not  ready  to  formulate  objections  and  proceed  to 
trial. 

Instead  of  hampering  or  interfering  with  him,  every  facility  was 
given  to  him  by  the  Interior  Department,  and,  with  one  or  two 
immaterial  exceptions,  every  request  for  assistance  was  promptly 
granted.  Had  the  department  desired  to  improperly  pass  the  claims 
to  patent  it  might  have  done  so  in  January,  1908,  by  simply  acting  on 
the  favorable  report  of  Special  Agent  Love,  without  notifying 
Glavis  that  the  claims  had  been  clear  listed;  or,  when  the  fieldwork 
was  redistricted,  these  claims  might  have  been  left  in  charge  of  the 
new  chief  of  field  division  at  Portland  when  Glavis  was  transferred 
to  Seattle. 

Fourth.  Glavis's  claim  that  he  prevented  the  Government  from 
being  defrauded  by  procuring  a  reference  to  the  Attorney-General 
of  the  questions  of  law  involved,  and  the  overruling  by  him  of  an 
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opinion  written  by  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce,  which  would  1 
enabled  the  Cunningham  claimants  to  procure  patents  on  their  cla 
is  absolutely  disproved  by  the  record,  which  shows:  (1)  That 
letter  submitting  the  questions  to  the  Attorney-General,  the  i 
of  which  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Schwartz  in  conference  with  Gl 
and  was  in  part  suggested  by  him,  by  its  very  terms  excluded 
possible  reference  to  the  Cunningham  claims;  and  (2)  that  - 
the  explanation  of  the  somewhat  ambiguous  phrase  "initiatioi 
the  entry"  used  by  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce,  his  constructioi 
the  statute  did  not  differ  from  that  given  to  it  by  the  Attorney-! 
eral  in  his  opinion. 

Fifth.  The  intervention  of  the  Forestry  Bureau,  procured 
Glavis,  is  shown  by  the  record  to  have  been  entirely  unnecessary  tc 
protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States.  It  was  even  un 
essary  to  secure  a  postponement  of  the  hearing  on  the  Cunning] 
claims,  as  Special  Agent  Sheridan  of  the  Land  Office,  who  had  1 
sent  to  *  conduct  the  hearing  on  the  claims,  after  a  conference  i 
Glavis,  concurred  in  the  advisability  of  a  postponement  until  a 
the  completion  of  a  field  examination,  although  for  reasons  diffe: 
from  any  which  had  been  previously  advanced  by  Glavis,  an< 
advised  the  General  Land  Office. 

Sixth.  Glavis's  "  report "  and  summary  abound  in  contradict 
and  misstatements.  They  omit  to  a  degree  that  amounts  to  abso 
suppression  letters,  telegrams,  and  other  documents,  some  of  w] 
were  in  his  possession,  and  others  which  were  available  to  him 
which  completely  rebut  inferences  he  seeks  to  have  drawn  from  tl 
which  he  does  submit. 

Seventh.  The  action  of  each  and  every  official  of  the  Land  C 
referred  to  in  Glavis's  charges  appears  to  have  been  inspired  by 
perfectly  proper  desire  to  bring  to  a  conclusion  an  investigation  w] 
was  prolonged  beyond  all  reason,  and  which,  if  it  had  been  pr 
cuted  with  due  diligence,  and  if  Glavis  had  properly  availed  of 
assistance  placed  at  his  disposal  by  the  Land  Office,  should  have  1 
completed  and  ready  for  trial  not  later  than  the  autumn  of  1 
The  claimants  were  entitled  to  have  the  objection  to  their  claims 
mulated  and  brought  to  hearing  with  reasonable  promptness,  and 
interests  of  the  Government  did  not  require  and  were  not  advai 
by  the  prolonged  delays  and  inaction  of  Special  Agent  Glavis. 
this  connection  it  may  be  pointed  out,  as  an  example  of  Gla1 
habitual  procrastination,  that  although,  pursuant  to  his  reques 
April  11,  1908,  to  forward  to  him  all  original  papers  relating 
Alaska  coal  entries  and  declaratory  statements  upon  his  represe 
tion  that  the  statute  of  limitations  would  prevent  criminal  pros< 
tions  after  the  following  October,  and  the  cases  must  therefore 
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presented  during  the  month  of  May,  all  such  original  papers  and 
documents  were,  by  direction  of  the  General  Land  Office,  immediately 
transmitted  to  him  by  the  Juneau  office,  no  proceeding  whatever  was 
taken  by  him  to  bring  these  criminal  prosecutions  or  to  take  any  steps 
in  connection  therewith. 

Glavis  appears  at  all  times  to  have  been  prolific  in  criticism  and 
fault  finding  of  other  officials  of  his  department,  desirous  of  increase 
ing  his  jurisdiction,  ready  with  reasons  for  delay,  but  never  ready  to 
complete  anything  he  undertook.  His  action  in  appealing  to  the 
Forestry  Bureau  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  intervene  in 
these  cases,  without  consulting  any  of  his  official  superiors,  was  a 
breach  of  all  proper  discipline,  which  is  peculiarly  aggravated 
because  taken  on  the  very  day  when  he  complained  to  Secretary 
Ballinger  in  person  that  he  was  being  forced  to  a  hearing  before 
ready  with  necessary  evidence,  and  was  referred  by  the  Secretary 
to  Chief  of  Field  Service  Schwartz.  That  he  could  have  had  no 
lack  of  confidence  in  Mr.  Schwartz  is  shown  by. his  personal  letter  to 
him  dated  July  31,  1909,  in  which  he  expresses  his  friendship  for 
Schwartz,  tells  him  that  in  his  opinion  neither  Secretary  Ballinger 
nor  Mr.  Dennett  can  last,  and  advises  him  to  try  for  Commissioner 
Dennett's  place,  with  the  obvious  suggestion  that  he,  Glavis,  can 
then  take  Schwartz's  place. 

Glavis's  actions  appear  to  have  been  founded  upon  a  wholly  exag- 
gerated sense  of  his  own  importance,  and  a  desire  for  personal  ad- 
vancement rather  than  on  any  genuine  desire  to  protect  the  interests 
of  the  Government,  and  this  species  of  megalomania  has  finally  led 
him  to  submit  to  you  charges  of  improper  motives  and  conduct 
against  his  official  superiors,  which,  in  my  opinion,  are  so  unjust  and 
unfounded  as  to  merit  his  immediate  separation  from  the  service. 
Respectfully, 

Geo.  W.  Wtckersiiam, 

Attorney-  General. 

The  President. 
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The  Chairman.  You  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  when  we  adjourned  on  yesterday 
were  considering  the  paper  submitted  to  Mr.  Pierce  for  his  opini 
with  reference  to  the  proper  construction  of  the  act  of  1908,  and  duri 
the  investigation  you  had  been  asked  to  make  section  4  a  part  of  1 
statement  which  you  made.  I  wish  to  ask  you  now  with  referei 
to  that,  and  reading  it  in  connection  with  the  first  part;  it  reads  t 
way,  does  it  not: 

There  were  pending  in  the  various  land  offices  in  Alaska  unperfected  coal  ent 
on  which  payment  had  not  been  made  and  cash  certificates  had  not  issued.  *  * 
Application  is  now  being  made  from  time  to  time  that  certain  of  the  entries  ab 
referred  to  and  pending  on  March  28, 1908,  be  now  accepted,  cash  price  received,  i 
entries  permitted  to  go  to  patent  under  the  terms  of  this  act. 

And  then: 

This  department  would  be  pleased  for  your  official  opinion  as  to  whether  those  ent 
may  be  completed  and  patent  issued  in  cases  wherein  the  law  has  been  complied  wit 

except  in  the  four  classes  of  cases  enumerated,  one  of  those  bei 
No.  4,  which  I  understood  you  to  say  you  yourself  prepared.  Is  tl 
correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Now,  you  there  submit  this  question: 

A  verbal  agreement  by  two  or  more  en  try  men,  made  prior  to  the  initiation  of 
entry,  that  upon  issuance  of  patent  the  entries  would  be  consolidated  and  mine* 
the  joint  expense  of  each  claimant,  share  and  share  alike. 

Now,  you  are  familiar  with  the  procedure,  I  assume,  and  therefoi 
will  ask  you  in  order  to  clear  the  matter  for  lis  to  state  if  in  the  pate 
ing  of  coal  claims  under  the  Alaska  laws,  in  a  general  way,  tne  p 
cedure  is  not  about  this,  that  the  claimant  first  locates — that  is  to  s 
he  stakes  off  his  claim — and  then  later  he  files  a  declaratory  stateme 
which  is  called  the  "  first  filing,"  in  which  he  states  that  he  has  dc 
this,  and  gives  a  general  description  of  it.    Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  called  a  "declaratory  statement    or  "filing." 

Mr.  Vertrees.  A  first  filing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  a  first  filing,  but  a  filing. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  is  Known  as  a  "declaratory  statement 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  called  a  declaratory  statement. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  he  has  a  whole  year  to  do  that  from  the  ti 
in  which  he  first  stakes  the  land  off,  has  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  from  that  time  he  then  has  three  years 
which  to  perfect  his  entry,  has  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  first  thing  he  does  to  perfect  his  entry 
to  make  application,  and  it  is  a  formal  application,  stating  that 
wishes  a  patent  for  the  land,  and  he  must  have. an  exact  survey  8 
description,  and  he  makes  a  certain  alfidavit  or  oath  with  referei 
to  it  when  he  does,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  does;  but  that  is  not  the  first  action  taken.  1 
first  action  taken  is  the  location. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  We  have  gone  from  that.  He  locates  first,  c 
then  he  files  his  declaratory  statement,  and  then  he  has  a  year 
understood  you  to  say,  in  which  to  do  that;  is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  we  have  passed  from  that  to  his  application, 
which  he  has  three  years  to  file,  has  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  making  of  that  application  is  the  first  step 
in  his  entry,  is  it  not;  and  when  he  does  that  he  is  then  an  entryman, 
■s  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  is  not  the  first  step  he  takes  with  a  view 
to  getting  the  entry,  but  it  is  the  last  step  taken. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  speak  a  little  louder?  I  did  not  hear 
you. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  the  last  step  taken  to  secure  the  entry. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  is  the  initiation  of  the  entry;  is  that  not  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  the  initiation  of  the  entry  is  the  initial  act 
taken  with  a  view  to  making  an  entry;  which  would  be  in  the  case  of 
coal  filing,  the  coal  location. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  say  you  think  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  you  not  examined  on  this  question  hereto- 
fore?   Look  at  page  384  of  the  record. 

Mr.  Graham.  On  page  what? 

Mr.  Olmsted.  On  page  223:  "A  verbal  agreement  by  two  or  more  entrymen,  made 
prior  to  the  initiation  of  the  entry,  that  upon  issuance  of  patent  the  entries  would 
be  *  *  *,  etc."  I  want  to  ask  you  what  you  meant  by  the  term  "initiation  of 
the  entry?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Any  time  before  the  entry  was  made. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Any  time  before  the  entry  was  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  cash  paid. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  " initiation  of  the  entry?1' 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  initiation  of  the  entry  was  the  time  they  make  the  entry,  and 
the  entry  that 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  do  you  understand  by  the  "entry?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  entry  is  when  they  make  payment  for  the  land;  that  is  the  last 
thing  they  do  before  the  land  office,  at  which  time  they  pay  for  the  land,  910  an  acre. 

Senator  Purcell.  That  has  been  corrected,  Mr.  Vertrees,  to  "the 
initiation  of  the  entry  was  the  first  step  taken." 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Where  is  that  correction? 
m  Mr.  Glavis.  I  corrected  that  yesterday  morning.  I  would  also 
like  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that,  as  the  record  shows  on 
page  384,  I  was  interrupted  in  making  my  explanation  as  to  what 
the  initiation  of  entry  was;  I  was  not  permitted  to  finish  that  expla- 
nation in  that  answer. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  were  asked  by  Mr.  Olmsted: 

When  you  said  the  " initiation  of  the  entry,"  you  meant  the  entry? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Olmsted.  That  is  all. 

There  was  no  correction  of  that  was  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  the  way  that  reads — not  that  answer  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  read  now  from  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney- 
General — the  summary  of  his  opinion,  on  page  778  of  Senate  Docu- 
ment, as  follows: 

Some  confusion  would  naturally  arise  in  the  interpretation  of  both  of  these  docu- 
ments from  the  use  of  the  words  "initiation  of  the  entry."  The  term  "entry,"  as 
used  in  reference  to  public  lands,  means,  in  its  technical  sense,  the  filing  with  the 
register  of  the  land  office  of  a  claim  to  a  portion  of  the  public  lands  for  the  purpose  of 
acquiring  an  inchoate  right  thereto.  The  "initiation  of  the  entry"  would,  therefore, 
be  the  presentation  for  filing  of  the  declaratory  statement  of  location  and  claim  required 
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by  section  2349  of  the  Revised  Statutes.  But,  in  a  popular  sense,  the  term  is  « 
times  loosely  applied  to  various  proceedings  under  the  land  laws,  and  the  courts 
have  used  it  as  importing  the  physical  act  of  entering  and  settling  upon  land. 
Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  Tit.  Public  Lands,  p.  806.)  The  act  of  1908  permitf 
consolidation  by  persons  who  have  in  good  faith,  etc.,  "made  locations  of  coal  1 
in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,"  etc.  The  phrase  " initiation  of  the  entry,"  is  obvio 
used  in  these  two  papers  to  indicate  action  taken  after  the  location  was  made 
filing  the  papers  constituting  an  entry  in  the  office  of  the  register  and  receiver.  I 
ing  in  mind  that  but  few  claims  had  proceeded  to  entry,  payment,  and  the  isst 
certificates,  there  is  no  inconsistency  oetween  the  view  of  the  statute  taken  by 
Attorney-General  and  that  expressed  by  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  in  the  folloi 
language: 

"It  is  assumed  that  the  difficulty  with  which  your  office  is  confronted  in  pas 
upon  these  applications  is  merely  that  technical  objection  might  have  been  raise 
to  the  good  faith  of  the  claimant  or  entryman  because  of  the  understanding,  ana 
ment,  or  agreement  contemplated  or  entered  into  with  respect  to  the  completic 
such  entries  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908."    (P.,  p.  94.) 

If,  as  would  therefore  appear,  the  Assistant  Secretary  was  dealing  with  the  effe< 
arrangements  or  agreements  made  after  location  and  before  the  perfecting  of  the  er 
then  his  opinion  aoes  not  differ  with  that  of  the  Attorney-General  rendered  Jun< 
1909,  in  wnich  opinion  the  conclusion  is  reached  that — 

And  I  wish  to  read  that  also— 

11  If  the  agreements  or  arrangements  mentioned  in  your  letter  were  entered  infc 
locators  of  coal  lands  in  Alaska  after  they  had  made  their  locations  in  good  faith 
in  their  own  interest  alone,  such  locations  may,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
28,  1908,  lawfully  pass  to  entry  and  patent  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  said 
On  the  other  hand,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that,  if  such  agreements  or  arrangements 

ncn  " 


entered  into  prior  to  such  locations  being  made,  such  locations  do  not  come  wi 
the  provisions  of  said  act  and  can  not  be  lawfully  passed  to  entry  and  patent." 
pp.  112-113.) 

I  read  that  to  show  if  there  is  not  a  distinction  made  by  the 
and  recognized  by  the  law  under  which  you  were  operating  betw 
locations  and  entries  or  applications,  and  that  the  application  ' 
the  initiation  of  the  entry  made  within  three  years,  some  time  a 
the  location  had  been  made. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  never  considered  it  so.  I  considered  it  in  the  se 
that  the  Attorney-General  states  that.  It  is  sometimes  populi 
used  and  sometimes  used  by  the  court  as  having  been  the  pnvs 
act  of  entering  and  settling  upon  the  land,  because  the  coal-land  li 
require  a  settlement  to  be  made,  and  therefore  I  would  think  t 
the  first  act  required  by  law  would  be  the  initial  act. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Not  only  the  initial  act  of  making  the  claim, 
the  initial  act  of  the  entryman,  and  does  not  the  statement  you  1 
there  speak  specifically  of  an  agreement  of  two  or  more  entryi 
made  prior  to  the  initiation  of  the  entry? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  you  above  there  distinguished  betw 
those  who  have  not  paid  and  received  their  certificate  and  those  \ 
have,  and  expressly  stated  that  his  opinion  is  wanted  with  respec 
this  class  of  applications,  namely: 

Application  is  now  being  made  from  time  to  time  that  certain  of  the  entries  at 
referred  to,  and  pending  on  March  28, 1908,  be  now  accepted,  cash  price  received, 
entries  permitted  to  go  to  patent  under  the  terms  of  this  act. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Reading  the  two  together  I  think  that  objection 
readily  be  made  to  it,  but  the  reason  I  inserted  that  was  because 
only  entrymen  I  had  in  mind  were  the  Cunningham  entrymen,  \ 
three  or  four  others. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  are  now  submitting  what  you  had  in  y 
^ind. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  only  way  I  can  explain  the  reason  why 
I  inserted  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  that.  Now  you  have  seen  fit  to 
criticise  very  severely,  both  publicly  and  privately,  First  Assistant 
Secretary  fierce,  for  construing  that  law  differently  from  what  you 
say  you  intend  and  the  way  you  construed  it,  and  I  want  to  present 
to  you  the  features  of  that  law  and  ask  if  the  Attorney-General  did 
not  confirm  him. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  may.  I  do  not  think  he  did.  I  think  it  is  dif- 
ferent. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Very  well.  Now,  is  it  not  a  fact,  too,  that  the 
Cunningham  group  refused  to  come  in  under  the  act  of  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  would  like  to  give  the  date  of  the  first  act, 
and  the  official  notification  that  they  actually  did  refuse  to  come 
under  that.  That  was  by  a  telegram  I  received  from  the  General 
Land  Office — I  think  it  is  in  this  record — it  is  June  29, 1  think,  1909, 
advising  me  that  the  Cunningham  claimants  had  decided  to  stand 
under  the  old  law,  and  that  immediate  hearings  would  follow.  There 
was  another  letter  that  was  written  me,  oh,  six  or  eight  months  before 
that,  saying  that  the  office  had  been  informally  advised  that  the  Cun- 
ningham claimants  would  not  come  under  the  new  law,  but  the  first 
definite  official  statement  made  to  the  General  Land  Office  that  I  had 
received  was  June  29, 1909;  I  think  that  is  the  date. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  By  the  new  law  you  mean  the  act  of  1908,  which  is 
discussed  in  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General?' 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
.  Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  isn't  it  true  that  on  October  7,  1908,  Mr. 
Schwartz,  as  acting  commissioner  wrote  jou  a  letter  to  Portland,  in 
which  he  told  you  that  the  office  had  been  inf ormally  advised  that  the 
various  entrymen  known  as  the  Cunningham  group  had  concluded  to 
stand  under  the  old  law  and  ask  for  a  patent  on  the  now  pending 
application? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  just  now  stated  that  in  my  statement. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  you  distinguish  between  the  informal  advice 
and  the  official  advice;  that  there  was  no  official  advice  until  later, 
although  Mr.  Schwartz  informed  you  that  he  had  been  informally 
advised  that  such  was  the  case,  and  was  it  not  the  case  that  they  did 
stand  on  it  all  the  time  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  when  I  was  back  here  in  May,  1909,  they  had 
not  determined  definitely  what  they  were  going  to  do.  They  were 
trying  to  get  the  land  office  to  patent  under  the  old  law,  but  they 
had  not  then  definitely  advised  the  office,  or  I  had  hot  been  so 
advised,  was  not  so  advised,  that  they  had  declined  to  come  in  under 
the  new  law. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  had  been  advised  that  the  office  had 
been  informally  advised  that  they  would  stand  under  the  old  law, 
had  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  in  October. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  statement  which  you 
assisted  to  prepare  and  submitted  to  Mr.  Pierce  excludes  in  express 
terms  all  claims  that  have  been  fully  entered — that  is,  where  cash  had 
been  paid  and  receipts  given? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  was  not;  and  I  would  like  to  call  your 
attention  to  my  report  with  reference  to  the  Cunningham  cases  that  I 
made  in  March,  1909,  which 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  call  your  attention  now 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  just  explaining. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  know  that  you  were  just  explaining,  but  I  say  it 
is  not  necessary  for  you  to  explain  your  conduct. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  I  think  I  nave  the  right  to  explain  my  answer. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  you  make  an  answer  and  then  try  to  explain 
that,  I  do  not  object.  Now  you  proceeded  to  say  what  that  report 
says.  I  am  asking  you  about  this  paper  which  you  submitted  to  Mr. 
Pierce  in  the  report  that  you  have  read.  I  am  not  on  that  question; 
I  am  not  criticising  you  or  your  report.  The  question  is,  you  have 
criticised  Mr.  Pierce  here  on  the  construction  of  the  document  on 
which  his  opinion  was  based. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  witness  is  entirely 
in  accord  with  the  best  practice  as  laid  down  by  the  chairman.  He 
had  answered  the  question  directly  by  yes  or  no,  and  then  proceeded 
to  explain,  and  I  think  the  chairman  laid  down  the  rule  yesterday 
that  that  practice  would  be  adopted  as  the  method  of  procedure. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  This  perhaps  is  a  very  good  place,  may  it  please  the 
chairman,  to  consider  that  question.  Of  course  we  all  recognize  the 
right,  where  a  witness  makes  an  answer,  that  he  has  the  right  to 
explain  that  answer;  but  I  do  not  think  that  under  the  guise  of  an 
explanation  you  can  become  discursive  and  go  into  something  else 
that  does  not  relate  to  his  answer.  Now  we  say  that  we  have  brought 
to  his  attention  a  construction  of  a  particular  act,  and  he  has  gone  so 
far  as  to  say  that  a  public  officer  who  gives  the  act  a  certain  construc- 
tion was  really  not  a  proper  officer.  Now  the  fact  is,  and  we  have 
shown,  that  that  officer  gave  a  construction  upon  a  certain  statement 
made  to  him,  and  his  opinion  was  called  for  with  respect  to  that  state- 
ment. Suppose  that  statement  is  erroneous.  That  is  a  wholly  imma- 
terial question  now — I  am  not  meaning  to  admit  that  it  is  erroneous — 
but  just  assume  that  it  was  wholly  erroneous,  but  the  official  to  whom 
it  was  submitted  gave  his  opinion  on  that  paper.  The  question  now 
is  as  to  his  conduct  with  respect  to  it.  That  is  the  inquiry  by  this 
committee,  so  it  does  not  matter  what  he  would  say  in  nis  report  or 
anything  like  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  if  Mr.  Vertrees  will  have  his  memory  re- 
freshed as  to  the  question  which  he  put  he  would  not  make  this  argu- 
ment, because  it  is  a  direct  explanation  of  the  answer  to  the  question 
Mr.  Vertrees  put. 

The  Chairman.  Was  this  a  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  a  report  that  I  submitted  to  the  Attorney- 
General. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  a  report  that  you  submitted  to  Mr.  Pierce 
in  connection  with  that  report  which  has  been  referred  to? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  submit  anything  to  Mr.  Pierce,  but  a  couple 
of  days  before  I  saw  Mr.  Pierce  I  discussed  the  Cunningham  cases 
with  ex-Governor  Moore,  and  I  recall  distinctly  that  he  called  for  the 
papers  from  the  General  Land  Office — that  is,  the  Cunningham  files — 
and  I  discussed  that  with  him.  They  were  sent  him — all  the  papers 
were  sent  him;  also  this  report  of  March  23  relative  to  the  Cunning- 
ham case. 

Senator  Flint.  You  did  not  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  Assist* 
ant  Commissioner  Pierce  did  see  that  report  at  that  time,  did  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  McCall.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  witness  desired  to  explain  his 
answer,  and  of  course  whether  the  explanation  had  any  bearing  on 
the  answer  is  for  the  committee  to  determine,  but  I  think  he  ought 
to  be  permitted  to  make  such  explanation  as  he  sees  fit,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  economy  of  time  to  allow  him  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well.    Proceed  with  your  explanation. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  desire  the  question  and  answer  read  as  far  as 
Mr.  Glavis  has  proceeded  with  his  answer. 

(The  reporter  read  as  follows:) 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  statement  which  you  assisted  to  prepare 
and  submitted  to  Mr.  Pierce  excludes  in  express  terms  all  claims  that  have  been  fully 
entered;  that  is,  where  cash  had  been  paid  and  receipts  given? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  sir:  it  was  not,  and  I  would  like  to  call  your  attention  to  my  report 
with  reference  to  tne  Cunningham  cases  that  I  made  in  March,  1909,  which 

Mr.  Glavis  (continuing).  Which  shows  that  I  also  had  the  Cun- 
ningham case  in  mind. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  receive  that,  but  it  strikes  the 
chairman  that  it  has  no  bearing  on  the  question  involved.     Proceed. 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  my  report  of  March  23,  1909,  on  page  505  of  the 
Senate  document 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  special  reference  is  on  page  507,  I  think,  the 
first  paragraph. 

Mr.  Glavis.  This  report  referred  exclusively  to  the  Cunningham 
cases,  and  after  outlining  what  the  evidence  so  far  secured  showed  I 
state  in  the  first  paragraph  on  page  507  as  follows: 

I  have  not  been  advised  whether  this  group  intend  to  consolidate  their  claims  in 
accordance  with  the  act  of  Congress  approved  May  28,  1908,  but  since  said  act  is  only 
for  the  benefit  of  bona  fide  coal  entries,  any  entry  fraudulently  obtained  and  subject 
to  cancellation  can  not  be  considered  as  bona  fide  entry  and  therefore  could  not  be 
allowed  the  benefit  of  Baid  act.  I  state  these  filings  were  fraudulently  obtained, 
because  if  the  facts  admitted  by  the  agent  of  the  claimants  and  the  claimants  in  their 
affidavits  hereto  attached  had  been  set  out  in  the  declaratory  statements  filed  in  the 
land  office  the  same  could  not  have  been  accepted  and  allowed  without  violating 
the  statute. 

And  then  I  state  that  this  is  similar  to  certain  Supreme  Court 
decisions. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  second  paragraph  on  page  507,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  the  first  paragraph. 

Mr.  Vebtrebs.  As  I  understand  you.  this  is  the  only  matter  or 
thing  that  you  prefer  against  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Do  you  know  how  long  he  has  held  the  position  of 
assistant  secretary? 

Mr.  Glavis.   No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  to  emphasize  it — and  then  I  will  pass  from 
it — his  construction  of  this  act  on  that  statement  which  you  helped 
to  prepare  and  submit  to  him,  is  the  only  matter  or  thing  that  you 
urge  against  Mr.  Pierce  as  secretary. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now  we  come  to  Mr.  Dennett.  What  do  you 
say  was  the  principal  thing,  or  first  thing,  or  if  you  prefer,  one  thing, 
against  Mr.  Dennett's  official  conduct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Vertrees,  I  can  reiterate  what  I  stated  yesterday 
if  you  want  me  to. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  just  asking  you  for  one  thing. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  well,  one  of  the  things  are  the  letters  he  wro 
Mr.  Schwartz. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  where  are  they  to  be  found?  I  refer  U 
tens  on  pages  426  and  427  of  the  Senate  document  dated  Juh 
July  22,  and  July  27,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vertrees,  will  you  please  give  us  the  page 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  from  page  425  to  427. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  guess  that  is  all — no,  then  there  is  bes 
a  telegram  to  Judge  Ballinger,  and  I  think  that  was  all  of  then 
think  there  are  also  a  couple  of  telegrams  from  Mr.  Schwartz. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  that  is  putting  in  so  much  that  I  will  ha^ 
get  at  it  by  fractions,  Mr.  Glavis.  I  will  take  up  this  thing  in  my 
way.  You  stated,  as  I  understood  you,  that  one  thing  that 
Dennett  had  done,  which  you  regarded  in  the  light  of  official 
conduct,  was  that  you  telegraphed  to  him  asking  whether  or  not 
of  the  Alaska  coal  claimants  had  made  any  admissions  to  hiir 
replied  that  they  had  not. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  of  the  record  is  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  will  be  found  on  page  51  of  the  Senate  docun 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  June  23,  1909,  it  appears  that  you  telegraj 
him  as  follows: 

Have  not  received  affidavits  left  in  Washington  to  be  copied.  Have  any  admi 
been  made  to  you  by  Alaska  coal  claimants?  Answer  wire  quick,  and  please 
synopsis  of  such  admissions. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  added  also  that  the  same  might  aid  investigate 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  the  same  might  aid  investigation;  and  u 
date  of  June  24,  the  next  day,  he  replied: 

Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  yesterday.  Affidavits  transmitted  the  21st 
admissions  made  by  claimants. 

Now,  as  I  understood  you  at  the  time  you  sent  that,  or  thereat* 
a  few  days  afterwards,  you  took  some  affidavits  of  the  claimant 
Seattle,  in  which  one  of  them  said  that  he  had  talked  over  the  mai 
with  Mr.  Dennett,  and  is  not  that  the  statement  on  page  55;  thf 
the  affidavit  of  H.  R.  Harriman,  and  the  concluding  part  of  it? 
affidavit  was  sworn  to  the  29th  of  June,  1909,  before  you,  and  in 
affidavit,  State  of  Washington,  County  of  King,  Mr.  H.  R.  Harri 
makes  this  statement,  among  other  things,  about  the  situation 
condition  of  his  claim,  and  then  he  says: 

Q.  The  statements  herein  above  made  as  to  the  understanding  of  the  various  c 
ants  with  the  Alaska  Petroleum  and  Coal  Company  was  fully  explained  by  you  t 
Dennett,  who  is  now  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office? — A.  I  called  upc 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  shortly  after  my  arrival  in  Washii 
and  it  was  suggested  that  certain  men  be  called  in — Mr.  Schwartz,  I  think,  wa 
member  of  the  ooard  of  review — and  we  were  discussing  the  proposed  coal  legisli 
and  I  entered  very  fully  into  the  situation  of  the  Alaska  Petroleum  and  Coal  Com 
as  an  example  of  why  such  legislation  was  desirable. 

Q.  When  was  that? — A.  In  May,  1908.  I  think  every  phase  of  above  statei 
were  there  discussed;  but  it  came  rather  as  incidental. 

That  is  one  of  the  things  that  you  predicate  your  statement  o 
it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  one  of  the  things  I  predicated 
statement  on. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  else  with  reference  to  this  matter' 
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Mr.  Glavis.  This  T.  P.  McDonald  statement  and  affidavit  of 
special  H.  T.  Jones  and  myself,  made  afterwards  with  reference  to 
the  T.  P.  McDonald  affidavit. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  was  the  same  day,  was  it  not,  the  29th  of 
June,  1909? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  also  a  statement  which  I  did  not  put 
into  this  record — it  is  not  in  this  record  because  we  did  not  make  an 
affidavit  about  it.  It  was  a  statement  that  Donald  A.  McKenzie 
made  to  Special  Agent  H.  T.  Jones  and  myself  stating  that  Harriman 
had  made  this  statement  to  Mr.  Dennett,  and  that  Harriman  ex- 
plained fully  the  exact  standing  of  the  petroleum  and  coal  company 
in  relation  to  coal  entries  which  they  claimed  to  control. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  Special  Agent 
Moore  told  you  that  he  had  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Harriman. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  Special  Agent  Jones. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Special  Agent  Jones,  in  which  Harriman  had  re- 
lated to  him  what  had  occurred  at  this  interview  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  is  incorrect.  Mr.  Donald  A.  McKenzie 
told  Special  Agent  H.  T.  Jones  and  myself  what  had  occurred  in 
Washington  between  Harriman  and  Commissioner  Dennett. 

Mr.  vertrees.  McKenzie  said  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  was  it,  that  Jones  told  you — that  Harriman 
had  told  him  something? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  say  that  Jones  told  me  anything 
that  Harriman  said. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  what  is  this  additional  statement  to  what  you 
have  not  already  in  the  record — that  is  what  I  want  to  get  at — on 
page  56? 

Air.  Glavis.  Besides  this  which  appears  in  the  record,  a  few  days 
before  or  a  few  days  afterwards,  Donald  A.  McKenzie 

Mr.  Vertrees.  After  what? 

Mr.  Glavis.  After  June  29,  1909 — I  think  it  was  about  a  week  one 
way  or  the  other — Donald  A.  McKenzie  was  taking  his  affidavit  in  the 
office,  and  he  discussed  generally  the  Alaska  coal  claims,  and  during 
this  conversation  stated  to  Special  Agent  H.  T.  Jones  and  myself  that 
he  had  met  Harriman  that  spring  or  winter  while  they  were  trying  to 
get  this  legislation  through  Congress — the  act  of  May  28,  1908 — and 
that  he  had  advised  Harriman  to  make  a  clean  breast  of  the  connec- 
tion of  the  Alaska  Petroleum  and  Coal  Company  with  the  coal  claims 
in  the  Hunt  group.     That  is  the  additional  statement. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  that  is  something  that  this  man  told  you  that 
Harriman  said  to  him;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  Harriman  told  Mr.  Jones  and  myself. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  am  getting  at  is  that  you  did  not  get  it  from 
Harriman  directlv. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  corroborated  Harriman's  statement. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  the  corroboration.  I  want  to  know 
whether  or  not  you  are  telling  something  that  Harriman  told  you  or 
something  that  somebody  else  told  you  that  Harriman  had  said. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  is  what  JlcKenzie  told  me  that  Harriman 
had  said. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  McKenzie  told  you  that  Harriman  said  something. 
Very  well.     We  will  eliminate  that.     So  come  back  now  to  what  Mr. 
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Harriman  told  you  himself.     What  Mr.  Harriman  told  you  him 
down  in  the  affidavit,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  is;  yes,  sir;  it  is  that,  and  he  spoke  oute 
what  was  actually  taken  down. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  it  was  of  the  same  tenor  and  effect,  was  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  about  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  it  was  about  that  time,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  I  understand  it.  Now,  there 
about  eight  or  nine  hundred  Alaska  claims,  were  there  not,  in  c 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  this  conversation  that  this  man  had  v 
May,  or  about  May,  1908,  in  Washington  with  the  commissioner; 
is  right,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  he  is  relating  it  to  you  in  June,  1909,  or 
than  a  year  thereafter,  and  when  your  telegram  was  sent  in  to 
missioner  Dennett  to  ask  him  whether  or  not  any  Alaska  coal  c 
ants  had  made  any  admissions,  this  was  the  situation,  was  it  no 
Glavis,  that  it  was  more  than  a  year  after  the  alleged  adttrissio] 
made,  and  it  was  an  admission  made  to  some  one  or  two  of  nine 
dred  claimants,  and  you  just  asked  the  general  question,  more 
a  year  from  that  time,  whether  or  not  anjr  of  that  nine  hundred 
made  any  admissions  to  him  without  specifying  any  place  or  ti 
statement  or  anv  names.     Is  that  not  tne  truth  of  the  matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  when  Mr.  Dennett,  in  response  to 
sort  of  general  inquiry,  made  at  that  time,  in  that  manner,  wi 
discussing  or  referring  to  any  name,  replied  to  you  -that  non< 
been  made,  you  thought  that  that  was  nighly  improper  and  \ 
officially,  because  it  was  not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  when  he  replied.  But  after  I  se 
these  affidavits  that  they  had  told  him,  I  was  surprised  that,  he 
if  he  did,  the  interests  of  the  service  at  heart,  and  knowing  at  the 
time,  or  about  that  time,  that  I  was  in  the  midst  of  my  investigt 
of  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  that  he  did  not  give  me  any  such  inf< 
tion  or  admission  that  any  of  the  coal  claimants  would  make 
would  aid  me  in  such  an  investigation — that,  and,  in  connection 
wards,  when  he  arrived  there  and  I  submitted  to  him  and  disc 
it  with  him,  and  that  he  said  he  did  not  know  the  number  of  the 

froup,  and  afterwards  he  admitted  recalling  them,  and  his  conf 
uring  my  conversation  with  him  on  July  27  or  26 — which  is  s 
here  in  the  record  on  page  52 — the  synopsis  of  the  convers 
relative  to  the  matter  after  that  is  what  made  me  feel  that  h< 
unfaithful. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  affidavit  on  which  you  began  to  pre< 
that  opinion  was  the  affidavit  of  Mr.  Harriman — I  read  on  p« 
of  Senate  Document  248,  in  which  Mr.  Harriman  made  the  state 
that  after  he  got  to  Washington  certain  men  were  called  in,  an 
Schwartz,  who  was  the  Chief  of  the  Field  Service,  was  one  m« 
of  the  board  of  review,  and  that  there  was  a  board  called  in  and 
were  there  discussing  the  proposed  legislation,  and  there  in  the 
ence  of  all  those  gentlemen  the  conversation  was  had  in  whi 
entered  fully  into  the  situation  of  the  Alaska  Petroleum  and 
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Company  as  an  example  of  why  such  legislation  was  desirable,  and 
™en  he  adds  that  in  the  course  of  that  he  thinks  every  phase  of  the 
&l>ove  statement  was  discussed,  but  rather  as  incidental.  Now,  that- 
w&s  the  thing  that  aroused  your  suspicion,  because  Mr.  Schwartz. 
wlien  you  called  on  him  a  year  from  that  time  and  made  a  general 
uiquiry  or  interrogatory,  without  mentioning  the  conversation  you 

liad upon  that  you  base  it — together  with  what  you  have  stated 

now   as  to  your  statement  of  his  confusion  when  he  talked  to  you. 

A£r-  Glavis.  And  the  affidavit  made  by  Special  Agent  Jones  and 
TMxy&&lf,  to  be  found  on  page  56,  referred!  to  the  affidavit  of  T.  P- 
lk£cI>onald  and  the  statement  made  by  McEenzie. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  refers  to  the  affidavit  of  T.  P.  McDonald,, 
does  it  not? 

Jfelr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  You  will  have  to  consider  the  McDonald 
affidavit  in  connection  with  the  affidavit  of  Special  Agent  Jones  and 
myself. 

Jfcfcr.  Vertkees.  Do  you  say  in  that  affidavit  that  Mr.  Dennett  had 
said  that?  Do  you  make  any  statement  of  that  sort  with  reference 
tx>  Mr.  Dennett? 

M>.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  this  affidavit  refers  to  what  Mr.  T.  P.  McDon- 
ald said. 

Mi-.  Vertrees.  And  it  does  not  in  anywise  refer  to  the  statement 
that  Mr.  Dennett  made,  does  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  will  have  to  read  that      I  did  not  read  it. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  I  do  not  mean  the  statement  you  have  already 
mentioned  that  refers  to  Mr.  Dennett  but  other  statements. 

Mr-  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  affidavit  of  H.  T.  Jones  and  myself 
referred  to  what  Mr.  T.  P.  McDonald  states  that  Mr.  Fred  Dennett 
advised  "that  if  the  Alaska  coal  claimants  wanted  to  get  their  claims, 
they  had  better  get  together  and  have  legislation  passed  that  would 
enaTble  them  to  carry  out  the  intentions  with  which  they  originally 

entered  the  coal  lands  in  Alaska."     That  was  the  part  here 

Mr-  Vertrees.  My  question  is  that  that  does  not  relate  at  all  to 
the  previous  statement  that  you  have  referred  to  of  Mr.  Dennett — it 
fe   a,   different  statement. 

>£r.  Olavis.  But  the  statement  on  page — what  statement  is  that? 

litr.    Vertrees.  The  one  you  have  just  read,  about  they  would 

Have    *o  get  together.     The  other  was  whether  they  had  made  any 

a,drrxissions  or  not;  this  one  is  about  getting  together.     They  are 

different  statements,  are  they  not? 

Mr  -  Glavis.  I  will  have  to  read  the  affidavit ;  I  forget  Mr.  McDonald's- 

**    Jwlrl   Vertoees.  I  am  not  asking  you  now  about  Mr.  McDonald. 
T  atxx   asking  you  about  Mr.  Dennett. 

x  \rr.  Glavis.  Your  referred  in  your  question,  did  you  not,  to  what 
^   McDonald  stated  to  us  in  reference  to  Dennett  in  conversations 

f^ff-Ix  Dennett?  .     . 

^TVCjt-  Vertrees.  Well,  you  can  have  it  that  way. 
^lr.  Glavis.  I  want  to  have  it  your  way. 

5Jr.  Vertrees.  I  will  have  it  my  wav,  if  you  will  1 isten  to  me.    t 
Asking  here  if  vou  do  not  make  affidavit  on  the  29th  day  of  June, 
**5?;o      that  immediately  after  taking  McDonald's  affidavit  that  he 
1 9Y    2 &d  in  the  presence  of  both  of  you  that  he  had  made  the  statements 
*<©fc»JJcal  with  the  above  statements"— that  is,  those  in  the  affidavit- 
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"to  Mr.  Dennett  in  the  General  Land  Office  in  Washington,  prior  to 
the  passage  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908."  Didn't  he  make  that 
statement! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Yertrees.  Don't  you  swear  there  that  he  made  that  state- 
ment to  you,  and  the  statements  of  his  view  that  he  had  given  yon 
that  day,  the  29th  of  June,  were  identical  with  the  statements  in  his 
affidavit;  and  don't  you  use  the  word  "identical?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Yertrees.  Now,  what  you  say  in  your  affidavit  is  that  Mr. 
Fred  Dennett — I  mean  that  Mr.  McDonald  told  you  that  prior  to  the 
passage  of  the  act  of  May  28,  1908.  he  had  this  conversation  with  Mr. 
Dennett.  Now,  I  will  ask  you,  if  the  statements  made  in  this  affi- 
davit, among  other  things  which  you  say  are  identical  statements, 
do  not  show  that  the  company  that  he  speaks  of  that  was  organized 
was  organized  in  the  year  1908,  after  the  passage  of  the  act;  and  if 
that  is  so,  how  could  he  have  made  that  identical  statement  to  you! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Our  affidavit  said  the  statement  is  identical  with  the 
above  statements. 

The  Chairman.  Talk  a  little  louder. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  did  not,  of  course,  refer  to  that  statement. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Of  course,  I  know  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Our  affidavit  I  do  not  think  covers  that.  It  says 
"the  statements  identical  with  the  above  statements" — that  he, 
McDonald,  had  made — "to  Mr.  Fred  Dennett  in  the  General  Land 
Office  at  Washington,  D.  C,  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  May  28, 
1908." 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  statements  that  he  made  to  Mr.  Dennett,  and 
which  are  identical  up  here,  were  the  statements  which  he  made 
prior  to  the  act  of  May  28. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Sure  they  were.  He  could  not  have  made  them 
afterwards.  That  is  what  I  am  asking  you  about.  You  say  they  are 
identical?  Your  affidavit  says  all  these  were  made  in  a  statement 
in  which  he  goes  on  to  tell  about  the  formation  of  a  company  which 
was  formed  after  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1908. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Those  are  not  statements  identical  with  the  above 
statements. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Those  statements  are  identical,  though. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  this  affidavit  did  not  intend,  of  course,  to  mean 
that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Your  affidavit  is  too  broad — that  is  what  you 
mean,  isn't  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  not  in  the  sense — we  didn't  think,  perhaps,  it  was 
going  to  pass  such  a  technical  idea.  But  what  we  meant,  ana  if  this  is 
erroneous,  why,  I  would  like  to  correct  it  now,  and  I  think  Mr.  Jones 
would,  that  if  the  statements  Mr.  McDonald  made  to  us,  and  to  which 
we  refer  in  our  affidavits,  were  those  statements  relating  to  and  made 
prior  to  the  passage  of  tne  act  of  May  28,  1908. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now  another  statement  that  you  say  in  your 
affidavit  that  this  man  says  Dennett  made  to  them  when  thev  came 
on  here  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  to  get  legislation,  was  that  Mr. 
Dennett  said,  that  if  the  Alaska  coal  claimants  wanted  to  get  their 
claims,  they  had  better  get  together  and  have  legislation  passed  that 
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would  enable  them  to  have  carried  out  the  intentions  with  which  they 
originally  entered  the  coal  lands  in  Alaska. 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Does  not  that  indicate  that  Mr.  Dennett  was  of  the 
opinion  that,  as  matters  stood,  they  could  not  get  along,  and  told  them 
so  and  told  them  they  would  have  to  have  legislation  to  help  them  out? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  was  nis  view  of  the  question?  Well, 
now,  so  much  for  that  statement  of  Mr.  Dennett's,  made  as  you  have 
rust  described.  What  was  the  next  thing  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Dennett  that  is  bad?    [After  a  pause.]    You  have  stated  that  you 

had  a  conversation  out  west  with  Mr. 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  don't  want  me  to  answer  that  other  question, 
do  you? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes:  I  thought  you  had. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.    Please  read  the  question. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question  as  follows:) 

Well,  now,  so  much  for  that  statement  of  Mr.  Dennett's,  made  as  you  have  just 
described.    What  was  the  next  thing  with  reference  to  Mr.  Dennett  that  is  bad? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  the  letters  that  made  me  think  that  he  was 
not  acting  in  good  faith  were  the  letters  that  I  referred  to  awhile  ago 
that  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwartz  and  Mr.  Ballinger.  They  showed,  I 
think,  his  views  on  it  and  his  sympathies. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  tnat  letter  on,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Some  of  them 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  page  425  of  the  Senate  document. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Some  of  them  are  on  page  425,  426,  and  427;  there 
are  some  others,  but  I  do  not  know  just  where  they  are  in  here — 
some  telegrams  and  letters  that  he  wrote  to  Judge  Ballinger  which, 
I  think,  should  be  considered  in  connection  with  those  otners.  He 
wrote  them  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  did  you  get  copies-  of  those  letters,  Mr. 
Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  After  Special  Agent  Spalding  advised  me  that  Den- 
nett was  writing  peculiar  or  funny  letters— I  have  forgotten  the  ex- 
pression he  used  in  it — in  reference  to  the  Alaska  coal  situation,  I 
asked  Special  Agent  Spalding  to  make  copies  of  them,  because  they 
had  occurred  just  at  the  time  these  other  things  had  occurred,  and 
made  me  feel  that  I  ought  to  know  what  was  going  on  to  protect  the 
coal  claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  asked  you  was,  what  means  you  resorted 
to  to  get  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  explained  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  you  have  told  why.  I  asked  you  how  you  got 
them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  stated  in  the  answer  above. 

Mr.  Graham.  Read  the  answer. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  answer  as  follows:) 

After  Special  Agent  Spalding  advised  me  that  Dennett  was  writing  peculiar  or 
funny  letters — I  have  forgotten  the  expression  he  used  in  it— in  reference  to  the  Alaska 
coal  situation,  I  asked  Special  Agent  Spalding  to  make  copies  of  them,  because  they 
had  occurred  just  at  the  time  these  other  things  had  occurred  and  made  me  feel  that 
I  ought  to  know  what  was  going  on — to  protect  the  coal  claims. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  he  immediately  do  it  just  by  simple  re 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  asked  him  several  times  to  do  it;  in  fact 
him  to  do  it.     I  was  his  superior 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean  you  ordered  him  to  do  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.     I  was  his  superior  officer. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  These  were  private  letters  that  this  stenog] 
had  written  for  Mr.  Dennett,  and  you  several  times  had  aske 
to  give  you  copies  and  he  declined  to  do  it,  and  then  you  orderc 
to  do  it;  is  that  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.     In  the  first  place  he  did  not  decline  to 
but  he  hesitated  about  it.     Furthermore,  he  informed  me  that 
letters  had  been  mailed ;  some  of  them  had  been  mailed  by  him, 
official  frank  without  a  stamp,  and  I  did  not  consider  them, 
fore,  private  letters. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  did  you  find  out  that  they  had  been  x 
that  way — did  you  ask  him  about  it  t 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  don't  know  whether  I  asked  him  or  whether  h 
volunteered  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  didn't  you  put  that  on  h 
make  him  give  them  up  to  you — proceed  with  that  course  to 
him  divulge  that  correspondence — put  it  to  him  that  he  had 
official  franks,  and  he  had  to  do  it;  that  it  was  official? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  I  might  have  mentioned  that.  He  told  me  t 
I  am  quite  sure  he  volunteered  that  information. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Among  other  things  in  this  letter,  on  pag< 
dated  July  22,  1909,  Mr.  Dennett  says  of  you: 

He  also  desires  to  get  such  statements 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  page  is  that? 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Four  hundred  and  twenty-seven — 
as  to  remarks  that  may  have  been  made  by  Cunningham — 
Or,  I  will  go  back  [reading]: 

Glavis  states  that  he  was  desirous  of  having  the  field  investigation  compl 
order  to  get  the  reports  as  to  the  single  tunnel  done  for  the  work  on  all  the  cli 
other  data  in  regard  to  improvements  which  would  lead  to  evidence  show 
cooperation  and  intent  to  form  a  company.  He  also  desires  to  get  such  statemei 
remarks  that  may  have  been  made  by  Cunningham  showing  that  Cunningh 
operating  for  a  company.  He  hopes,  with  this  evidence  from  the  field  and  docun 
evidence,  to  establish  a  prima  facie  case  and  get  the  benefit  of  cross-examinii 
witnesses.  He  states  that  the  idea  of  field  investigation  was  one  which  he  g 
you.  He  seems  to  think  that  further  evidence  was  necessary  and  that  we  were 
pressing  him;  he  tries  to  evade  the  proposition  of  our  offering  all  the  help  he  as! 
the  ground  that  the  cases  needed  investigation  by  one  head  who  should  Keep  hi 
on  the  matter  all  the  time  and  investigate  personally. 

Now,  didn't  you  tell  Mr.  Dennett 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Are  you  not  going  to  read  the  rest  of  it? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  you  want  it;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  the  next  paragraph  will  throw  light  oi 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  paragraph  is  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Just  continue. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Continue  reading  on. 

Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

He  also  states  that  we  refused  him  Jones,  but  candidly  admits  that  we  offer 
every  help  he  might  desire  otherwise.  I  told  him  that  I  wished  he  had  waite 
I  came  and  not  taken  upon  himself  telegraphing  to  Shaw,  as  it  occurred  to  m 
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calling  upon  another  bureau  to  find  fault  with  our  action,  and  especially  with  a 
bureau  wnich  has  been  trying  to  pick  flawB  in  our  conduct  of  cases.  I  have  wired 
Judge  Ballinger,  as  you  suggested,  that  under  existing  conditions  I  think  it  would 
be  wrong  to  set  these  cases  lor  hearing  immediately.  Will  take  this  feature  up  with 
Judge  Ballinger  by  correspondence. 

Mr.  Br  an  deis.  And  then  the  next  paragraph,  I  think. 
Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

Glavis  has  these  coal  cases  on  the  brain  and  can  not  see  anything  but  just  one  line. 
I  have  told  him  how  it  looks  to  us  and  have  reminded  him*  of  everything  that  we  have 
done  for  him  and  that  it  looks  as  if  he  were  returning  our  favors  by  not  standing  by  us 
as  he  ought  to.  He  has  not  acted  as  you  or  I  would  act  under  similar  conditions. 
It  looks  a  little  treacherous  to  me,  this  calling  in  the  Forestry. 

Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  he  there  tells  you  that  under  existing  conditions 
he  thinks  it  would  be  wrong  to  set  these  cases  for  hearing  immediately. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.     He  tells  Schwartz  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  say,  he  tells  Schwartz. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  tells  Schwartz  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Doesn't  he  tell  Schwartz  that  he  told  you  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  he  tell  you  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  wire  Judge  Bal- 
linger as  you  suggested,  that  under  existing  conditions  he  thought  it 
would  be  wrong  to  set  these  cases  for  hearing  immediately? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  got  a  copy  of  that  telegram. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  let  us  see  that. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  it  in  that  book? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  page  257  [referring  to  list  of  orders,  letters, 
telegrams,  and  other  exhibits]. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Of  Mr.  Sleman's  chronological  list. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  will  see  the  number  right  at  the  top  of  the 

Sage  there,  74.  Probably  you  will  find  it  there,  Senate  Document 
To.  74. 

The  Chairman.  Is  this  the  telegram  on  top  of  page  257  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  page  74  of  tne  Senate  document. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  on  this  compilation  here. 

Mr.  Cotton.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  don't  think  that  telegram  has  been  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Graham.  At  the  top  of  page  74  of  Senate  Document  248.  I 
think  the  one  they  refer  to  is  there,  Dennett  to  Ballinger,  July  22, 
1909 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  on  page  271  of  the  record  of  the  evidence  that 
is  in. 

Mr.  Graham.  Sent  to  Ballinger  at  Hermiston,  Oreg. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  on  the  same  date  there  does  it  not  appear 
that  Mr.  Dennett  telegraphed  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  at  Hermiston,  Oreg., 
as  follows: 

Advise  telegraphing  Schwartz  authorizing  him  to  delay  issuing  notices  in  important 
cases  subject  our  talk  here  until  Sheridan  can  examine  evidence  obtained. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  When  he  sent  that  telegram  he  also  wrote 
the  next  day  a  letter  to — the  next  day,  July  23,  1909,  he  stated 
what  cases  that  telegram  referred  to,  and  that  is  how  I  knew. 
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Mr,  Vertrees.  But  the  point  I  want  to  bring  out  now 
did  not  Mr.  Ballinger  immediately  reply: 

Considering  my  personal  reluctance  to  direct  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  c 
should  make  necessary  directions  to  Schwartz. 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  was  done  under  date  of  July  23.  N 
letter  of  Mr.  Dennett  to  which  you  refer  is  found  on  page  271 
record,  and  doesn't  it  read  as  follows — this  is  from  Mr.  Denne 
the  commissioner. 

Mr.  Brakdeis,  Page  271  of  his  present  testimony  1 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes:  of  the  record  [reading]: 

Hod.  R»  A.  Balling kh, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior ;  Boise.  City,  Idaho. 

My  Dear  Judo  e  :  I  telegraphed  to  you  yesterday  advising  authorization  to  I 
Dot  to  set  the  Cunningham  cases  tor  trial  immediately.  The  situation  is  & 
Twenty -one  claims  are  on  the  forest  reserve;  Glavis  has  so  advised  the  Fore 
he  has  joined  him  in  moving  for  a  delay  until  Kennedy  can  return  from  A  hi 
his  report  of  the  held  investigation.  Glavis  seems  to  expect  a  showing  i 
field  which  would  indicate  that  all  developments  have  been  done  with  the 
purpose  of  advancing  a  single  interest,  Ho  abfu  dosircs  to  find  out  in  what 
the  employees  were  paid,  and  information  of  this  kind.  Both  Schwartz  an 
were  of  the  opinion  tnat  he  could  go  to  trial  on  the  evidence  already  obtaine 

1  have  no  recollection  that  the  master  of  field  investigation  was  taken  up 
although  I  am  not  certain  on  this  point.     Schwartz  telegraphs  me  that  the 
tural  Department  has  requested  the  postponement,  and  under  all  the  eircui 
I  will  recommend  that  their  request  he  acquiesced  in* 

Am  just  in  receipt  of  telegram  from  Schwartz  as  follows: 

Wei),  that  has  no  relation  to  this.     Now,  the  point  I  want 

Jrour  mind  on,  Mr.  Glavis.  is  that  before  Mr.  Ballinger  receiv* 
etter,  he  immediately  replied  to  Mr.  Dennett,  to  Mr.  Dennetf 
gram,  that  in  view  of  his  personal  reluctance  to  direct  the  p 
Ings  in  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  he  should  direct  Mr.  Schwartz  1 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  if  Mr.  Dennett,  this  same  gentlem. 
speak  of,  had  not  telegraphed  Mr.  Ballinger  that  he  advised  Sc 
to  delay  the  issuing  of  the  notices  until  Sheridan  could  exam 
evidence? 

Mr.  Glavis,  No,  sir;  he  suggested  advising— he  suggests 
Schwartz  be  advised, 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Well,  he  says  "I  advise," 

Mr,  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  didn't  say  "I  advise" — yes,  sir,  n 
"I  advise." 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Meaning  that  "I  advise  that  Schwartz  I 
graphed  to,"  giving  him  authority  to  delay  issuing  notices? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  ' 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  itr  isnJt  it;  that  is  the  meaning  of 

Mr,  Glavis,  Yes,  air. 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Now,  in  this  same  letter,  which  he  wrote  thi 
day,  does  not  Mr.  Dennett  say  that  it  is  both  the  opinion  of 
and  of  Schwartz  that  you  could  safely  go  to  trial  on  the  ei 
you  had, 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Meaning  thereby  to  say  your  case,  as  he  tl 
was  already  proved  ?    And  was  not  he,  the  man  who  would 
cases,  writing  that  way  about  itt 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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.Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  you,  furthermore,  if  this  is  not  true: 
That  on  the  same  date,  July  23,  1909,  page  716  of  the  Senate  docu- 
ment, Mr.  Dennett,  being  in  Seattle,  telegraphed  Mr.  Schwartz,  who 
was  acting  assistant  commissioner  in  Washington,  that — 

Secretary  desires  to  refrain  from  any  action  in  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  cases.  I 
authorize  you  to  recommend  to  Acting  Secretary  Pierce  to  acquiesce  in  request  of 
Forestry  not  to  set  cases  for  hearing  immediately. 

And  isn't  that  from  Mr.  Dennett? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  yet  you  say  in  all  this  you  see  a  disposition 
on  his  part  to  not  do  his  official  duty? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  because,  ordinarily,  in  fact  in  all  cases  where 
hearings  are  had,  actions  taken  for  hearings  before  the  commissioner, 
the  commissioner  passes  upon  these  points.  I  never  heard,  in  my 
connection  with  the  Interior  Department,  where  it  was  necessary  to 
personally  secure  the  permission  of  the  Secretary  to  have  the  com- 
missioner take  such  action  as  he  deemed  proper  to  take. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  isn't  the  question. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Why  not, Mr.  Vertrees? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  didn't  ask  him  what  was  necessary  or  unneces- 
sary under  the  rules  and  regulations.  I  want  him  to  answer  this 
point,  how  from  these  telegrams  and  these  letters  he  proposed  to 
draw  the  inference,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Dennett  was 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Well,  wasn't  he? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  Mr.  Dennett  was  derelict  in  his  duty. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  didn't  say 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Perhaps  you  did  not  hear  his  answer,  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Perhaps  not. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Read  the  answer,  please. 

(The  stenographer  reads  answer  as  follows:) 

Yes,  sir;  because  ordinarily 2  in  fact  in  all  cases  where  hearings  are  had,  actions  taken 
for  hearings  before  the  commissioner,  the  commissioner  passes  upon  these  points.  I 
never  heard,  in  my  connection  with  the  Interior  Department,  where  it  was  necessary 
to  personally  secure  the  permission  of  the  Secretary  to  have  the  commissioner  take 
sucn  action  as  he  deemed  proper  to  take. 

And  it  therefore  indicated  to  me  that  Mr.  Ballinger  was  personally 
directing  the  conduct  of  those  Alaska  coal  hearings,  the  Cunningham 
cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  From  the  fact  that  he  wired  Mr.  Ballinger,  and  Mr. 
Ballinger  refused  to  act,  and  told  you  to  call  upon  Mr.  Schwartz  and 
you  thereupon  did  call  on  Mr.  Schwartz — from  that  you  drew  the 
mference  that  Mr.  Ballinger  was  really  directing  the  investigation  of 
the  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  not  that  your  answer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  because  the  telegram  of  July  22,  on  pace  74, 
shows  that  Mr.  Dennett  had  a  talk  in  Seattle  with  Judge  Ballinger 
upon  these  very  cases  a  few  days  before,  and  the  letter  of  July  23, 
1909,  on  the  same  page,  written  by  Mr.  Dennett  to  Secretary  Bal- 
linger, states  that  he  had  telegraphed  him  yesterday  advising  author- 
ization not  to  set  the  Cunningham  cases  immediately. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Don't  you  Know 

Mr.  Brandeis.  One  moment. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  evident  also — I  have  never  seen  the  telegr; 
the  letter — I  would  just  like  to  refer  to  those  letters. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Which  letter  is  it,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  which — let's  see — the  letter  of  July  23,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  What  page? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Page  74  snows  that  Mr.  Schwartz  had  telegr 
Mr.  Dennett,  and  in  view  of  the  action  taken  by  Mr.  Dennett 
telegram  of  July  22  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  and  the  letter  of  July 
Mr.  Ballinger,  indicates  that  Mr.  Schwartz  also  suggested  the 
ponement  of  the  hearing.  There  is  another  letter,  1  think  it  is 
Mr.  Schwartz,  in  which  Tie  suggests  that  consent  be  secured  fro 
Interior  Department  to  have  this  postponement.  I  can  not 
to  it  right  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  answer  makes  it  nece 
I  think,  for  me  to  repeat  somewhat  of  what  we  have  gone  over 

Eersist  in  going  back  to  it — I  will  go  over  it  again  and  I  trust  th 
e  final.  Isn't  this  the  truth  of  the  matter,  that  on  July  22, 
Mr.  Dennett  telegraphed  Mr.  Ballinger  that  he  advised  telegra 
Schwartz  authorizing  him  to  delay  the  issuance  of  notices  in 
cases  until  Sheridan  could  examine  the  evidence  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  telegram,  I  think,  speaks  for  itself. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  know  it  does.  I  am  asking  you  now  if  t 
not  what  it  speaks;  if  that  isn't  the  substance  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  practically. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  that  is  what  it  says,  doesn't  it,  in  subst 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  does. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  the  very  next  day  he  wrote  the 
that  you  speak  of  to  Judge  Ballinger,  didn't  he,  in  which  he  exp] 
why  he  had  telegraphed,  and  in  which  he  stated  that  both  Sen 
and  himself  were  oi  the  opinion  that  he  could  go  to  trial  on  th 
dence  already  obtained  (p.  74,  S.  Doc).  Now,  then,  Mr.  Denn< 
commissioner,  wrote  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  the  Secretary,  up  at  Boise 
Idaho,  but  on  that  same  day,  responding  to  a  telegram,  didn 
Ballinger  reply  to  Mr.  Dennett  that  "considering  his  personal 
tance  to  direct  the  proceedings  in  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  you  s 
make  the  necessary  directions  to  Mr.  Schwartz" — that  is  cc 
isn't  it — on  page  74  of  the  Senate  document? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Dennett's  letter  to  Mr 
linger,  didn't  Mr.  Ballinger,  on  the  25th,  the  letter  being  date 
23d,  reply  as  follows;  or,  rather,  didn't  he  write  a  letter  t 
Schwartz — 

I  am  just  advised  by  Commissioner  Dennett  of  your  telegram  in  reference 
increase  in  the  number  of  special  agents  of  the  excepted  class — 

And  so  on? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Hadn't  you  better  read  "and  so  on?" 

Mr.  Graham.  I  want  the  "so  on." 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  must  object  to  that,  because  the  "so  on 
not  the  least  relation  to  this  case. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  it  has  a  good  deal  of  relation  to  the  c 

Mr.  Olmsted.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  when  a  gentleman  is 
tioning  a  witness  and  reading  from  a  document  he  has  the  ri| 
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read  only  such  parts  of  the  document  as  he  desires  to.     This  whole 
document  is  in  evidence  here. 

The  Chairman.  Certainly.     I  think  that  is  strictly  in  order. 

Mr.  Vertree8  (reading) : 

I  desire  that  you,  in  making  any  of  these  appointments,  in  addition  to  the  Presi- 
dent being  consulted,  General  Hitchcock  be  also  consulted,  provided  the  appointees 
are  not  directly  suggested  by  the  President. 

Now  that  is  the  "and  so  on,"  and  you  see  it  has  not  the  slightest 
relation  to  this  question. 

Now,  what  I  was  coming  to  was  this  [reading] : 

The  commissioner  also  advises  me  regarding  the  action  of  Chief  of  Field  Division 
Glavis  respecting  the  hearing  on  Alaska  coal  cases.  As  I  have  heretofore  declined 
to  make  any  direction  regarding  the  disposition  of  these  cases  on  account  of  having 
advised  some  of  the  parties  in  reference  thereto  prior  to  my  appointment  as  Secre- 
tary, I  do  not  wish  in  any  way  to  be  drawn  into  the  matter,  and  have  so  advised 
Mr.  Dennett.  What  I  have  insisted  on  in  this  connection  was  that  the  Alaska  coal 
cases  be  taken  up  and  a  prompt  disposition  be  made  of  them  by  the  department,  as 
they  have  been  hanging  fire  for  several  years.  I  advised  Mr.  Dennett,  in  general,  in 
Seattle,  as  to  this  phase  of  the  matter.  Immediately  on  his  return  I  wish  you  would 
take  this  Bubject  up  with  him.  It  will  probably  be  necessary  to  appeal  to  Congress 
for  additional  legislation  before  this  matter  can  be  entirely  cleaned  up. 

Now,  that  is  the  letter  you  refer  to,  isn't  it,  Mr.  Glavis? 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  answer?  I  haven't  heard  any  answer 
to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  say,  that  is  the  letter  you  referred  to  awhile 
ago? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  referred  to  so  many  letters  I  don't  know  which  one 
you  refer  to  by  that  question. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  you  if  I  have  not  read  these  telegrams 
and  letters  in  their  proper  order  here  so  as  to  bring  out  what  the 
parties  are  talking  about,  you  will  admit  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  you  have  read  some  of  the  letters. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  to  go  to  page  48  of  the  Senate 
document. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Let  me  inauire  just  at  that  point.  Do  you 
know  when  it  was  first  determined  that  the  commissioner  would  hear 
these  cases  rather  than  the  Juneau  office,  in  the  first  instance? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  about  June  30  that  I  was  advised  by 
telegram,  or  it  was  July  16,  or  July  8. 

The  Chairman.  Of  what  year? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  telegram  isn't  here  that  shows  that. 

The  Chairman.  Of  what  year? 

Mr.  Glavis.  1909. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  think  you  had  better  refer  to  that  telegram 
now  if  you  can? 

Mr.  vertrees.  On  page  517  of  the  Senate  document  appear^  a 
letter  to  the  commissioner — there  is  a  letter  dated  June  29,  1909,  to 
Mr.  Frank  Pierce,  Acting  Secretary,  to  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office,  which,  among  other  things,  says,  if  hearings  be 
ordered — 

I  have  to  direct  that  you  instruct  the  chief  of  field  division,  if  hearings  be  ordered, 
to  endeavor  to  secure  the  defendant's  stipulations  for  the  taking  of  the  evidence  before 
qualified  officers,  to  be  designated  by  the  Commissioner  of  the  ueneral  Land  Office,  at 
or  near  the  residences  of  the  respective  witnesses,  the  stipulation  also  to  contain  the 
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provision  that  the  evidence,  when  taken  shall  be  forwarded  by  such  officers  di 
to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  the  record  to  De  considered  b> 
when  made  up.  without  reference  to  the  local  land  office  in  Alaska.  This  will 
a  very  material  saving  of  time,  and  it  is  believed  that  the  defendants  will  be  g 
consent  thereto. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  telegram,  Senator,  I  referred  to  is  dated  Jul 
1909. 

The  Chaibman.  What  page? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Page  522  of  the  Senate  document.  This  is  a  telej 
from  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  Schwartz  to  Special  Agent 
Eniry,  at  Denver,  Colo.,  and  states: 

Direct  Special  Agent  Sheridan  proceed  at  once  to  Glavis  and  familiarize  hi 
with  Cunningham  coal  case  and  assist  Glavis  in  taking  testimony  before  commisi 
to  be  appointed.     Testimony  will  be  taken  from  Seattle  to  New  York. 

There  is  a  letter,  page  521,  also,  Senator,  which  is  dated  Jul] 
1909,  signed  by  Acting  Assistant  Commissioner  H.  H.  Schwartz 
written  to  Miles  C.  Moore,  Walla  Walla,  Wash.,  which  also  refe: 
the  taking  of  testimony,  and  the  decision  to  be  made  in  the 
instance  by  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Madison.  But  the  order  requiring  the  cases  to  be  tried  c 
nally  before  the  commissioner,  rather  than  before  the  register 
receiver  of  the  Juneau  land  office,  is  the  order  of  Mr.  Pierce,  A< 
Secretary,  on  page  517.     That  was  read  by  Mr.  Vertrees. 

That  order  would  have  to  come  from  the  Secretary's  office,  wou 
it;  the  commissioner  himself  wouldn't  take  original  jurisdictio] 
his  own  action,  but  it  would  be  made  by  the  Secretary,  wouldn' 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  now,  I  am  inclined  to  believe  tnat  for  hu 
have  taken  such  an  action  as  that,  which  is  not  in  accordance  witl 
rules  of  practice,  I  believe  it  would  require  the  consent  of  the  Int 
Department,  but  I  am  not  sure  about  it. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  consent  of  the  Int 
Department  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  mean  the  Secretary  or  the  Assistant  Secretary. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  The  head  of  the  department? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  head. 

The  Chairman.  This  letter  of  the  Assistant  Secretary,  Mr.  Pi< 
of  July  29,  is  not  an  order?  It  is  simply  a  suggestion  that  a  si 
lation  be  secured  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  To  pursue  that  course;  that  is,  to  take  the  t 
mony  before  commissioners  and  bring  the  hearing  on  before  the  ( 
missioner  of  the  General  Land  Office.  It  is  simply  a  suggestion 
such  a  stipulation  be  secured;  that  is  all  there  is  in  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  wTish  now  to  call  your  attentio 

(two.  other  letters,  which  appear  on  pages  48  and  49  of  Senate  D 
ment  248. 
Mr.  Brandeis.  What  letter  is  that? 

Mr.  Vertrees.-  It  is  a  letter  of  Mr.  Dennett  to  Mr.  Schwi 
Both  of  them  appear  on  pages  48  and  49  of  the  Senate  documer 
Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  you  will  find  that  in  the  record. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  There  is  one  on  page  281.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis, 
dealing  with  Mr.  Dennett,  who  was  commissioner,  and  was  the 
who  would  eventually  try  all  these  cases,  the  way  the  matter 
tried — all;  indeed,  would  do  it  anyhow  under  appeal,  I  would  ask 
if  on  the  22d  of  July 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  You  will  find  that  on  page  343  of  the  testimony. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  call  your  attention  especially  to  that  letter  and 
will  ask  you  if  in  that  letter  Mr.  Dennett,  tne  gentleman  about  whom 
we  are  inquiring,  the  commissioner,  does  not  say  this  to  Mr.  Schwartz, 
the  acting  commissioner,  Mr.  Dennett,  being  then  at  Seattle,  Wash.  ? 
I  read  from  the  letter  of  Mr.  Dennett  of  July  22,  1909,  as  follows: 

I  will  wait  here  until  Sheridan  arrives.  Wired  you  this  morning  on  the  situation; 
also  wired  Ballinger  in  accordance  with  your  decision.  The  little  hitch  ought  never 
to  have  arisen.  Sheridan  is  a  first-class  man  andprobably  has  had  more  experience 
in  trying  coal  cases  than  anyone  in  the  service.  Tne  wire  I  sent  the  judge  was  that  if 
Sheridan  thinks  more  time  necessary  we  will  have  to  grant  it,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
November  is  putting  the  matter  on  rather  long.  If  they  were  trying  to  come  under 
the  new  law  I  would  not  say  that,  but  as  they  are  trying  to  come  under  the  old  law 
they  have  elected  to  stand  without  any  hope,  not  receiving  any  compensation  if  the 
law  should  be  changed. 

Did  he  not  write  that  letter  and  have  you  not  already  put  it  into 
the  record  as  a  letter  written  by  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  ' 

Mr.  Vertrees.  As  expressive  of  Mr.  Dennett's  views  and  position 
with  reference  to  #  these  same  claims.  Did  he  not  also  in  a  letter — 
that  is,  Mr.  Dennett,  the  commissioner — written  from  Seattle,  July  27, 
1909,  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  acting  assistant  commissioner,  and  which 
is  to  be  found  on  page  49  of  Senate  Document  248,  on  page  281  of  the 
record,  among  other  things  say  this: 

Sheridan  has  taken  charge  of  the  Cunningham  cases,  and  impresses  me  very  favor- 
ably. I  think  he  can  handle  it  against  any  rival  they  may  bring  against  him.  The 
rest  of  the  Alaska  cases  are  in  a  bad  mess.  Glavis  is  very  much  enthused  on  the  prop- 
osition of  canceling:  them  all  and  getting  the  lands  back  in  cold  storage,  and  tnis  is 
just  about  what  will  happen  unless  Congress  helps  out. 

Did  he  write  that  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  It  is  one  of  the  copies  that  was  given 
me  by  Mr.  Spalding. 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Glavis,  when  did  a  knowledge  of  the  complica- 
tions about  the  Alaska  coal  lands  reach  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment first? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  information  that  I  know  of  that  reached 
them  was  my  telegram  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  A.  C.  Shaw,  of  the  Forestry 
Service,  on  Julv  16,  1909.  Two  or  three  nights  before  that  telegram 
was  sent  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Allen,  who  was  then  in  the  Forestry  Service, 
the  district  forester  having  charge  of  the  Alaska  work  as  well  as  the 
work  in  Portland  and  western  vVashington,  but  he  did  not  notify 
the  Land  Office  by  wire,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  he  notified  them 
at  all. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Do  you  mean  Land  Office  or  Forestry  Service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  mean  Forestry  Service. 

The  Chairman.  \v  ill  you  please  suspend  a  moment,  Mr.  Vertrees, 
and  see  if  that  letter  [indicating]  to  the  Secretary  covers  the  call  that 
you  made  this  morning. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  is  Miss  ShortelFs  name? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Her  name  is  Ellen  M.  Shortell. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  will  amend  our  request  by 
including  the  name  of  Miss  Shortell,  who  is  a  stenographer. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  same  time  that  these  sub- 
poenas are  going  out  to  Seattle,  we  would  like  to  have  Mr.  W.  W. 
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Barr  and  Special  Agent  Spalding  subpoenaed  also.     He  is  at  Se 
Mr.  Spalding  is  still  in  the  service,  is  he  not,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  is  at  Cheyenne,  Wyo.  His  name  is  I 
L.  Spalding. 

Mr.  Graham.  Is  that  a  sufficient  description?  Are  there 
Spaldings  in  the  service? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  this  is  Frank  L.  Spalding. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  He  is  special  agent. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  we  will  have  them  sent  for. 
Vertrees,  you  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  what  were  the  expressions  towarc 
by  Mr.  Dennett;  I  mean  with  reference  to  his  appreciation  of 
services  at  various  times? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  we  have  been  friendly. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  June  3,  1908,  did  he  not  write  to  you  whei 
were  in  Portland,  among  other  things,  as  follows,  and  I  read 
page  494  of  the  Senate  Document  248: 

The  General  Land  Office  and  the  Department  appreciates  the  very  thorow 
efficient  manner  in  which  you  conducted  your  investigation  in  reference  to  tl 
situation  in  the  Alaska  coal  matters.  It  was  largely  by  your  report  of  fad 
this  office  was  enabled  to  prove  by  the  record  what  are  the  necessities  of  the  . 
coal  fields  and  what  were  tne  various  efforts  to  unlawfully  acquire  title  to  such 
Very  respectfully, 

(Signed)  Fred  Dennett, 

GVF.  Commism 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir;  I  remember  receiving  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  1  will  ask  you  if,  on  October  7,  1908 — and  I 
from  Senate  document,  page  503 — Mr.  Schwartz,  acting  assi 
commissioner,  did  not  write  to  you  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  among 
things,  that — 

The  reports  as  made  by  you  to  this  office  show  that  these  applications  were  f 
lent,  ana  should  be  canceled.  Proceedings  will  be  deferred,  however,  unti 
time  as  you  advise  this  office  that  you  have  completed  your  investigations  a 
ready  to  sustain  the  government  case  in  the  hearing. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  call  your  attention  to  a  communication  froi 
Schwartz,  chief  of  the  field  division,  to  Mr.  McEniry,  chief  of  the 
division  at  Denver,  which  is  on  page  519  of  Senate  Document 
in  which  he  says: 

I  am  at  this  time  looking  for  a  competent  attorney  to  sit  in  the  cases  and  aid 
of  Field  Division  Glavis.  Mr.  Glavis  is  an  especially  competent  man,  and  the 
sit  ion  of  assigning  assistant  counsel  to  him  in  these  cases  is  at  his  request. 

Please  consider  whether  Mr.  Sheridan  will  be  available  for  such  service  with 
next  sixty  days;  and,  if  so,  deliver  to  him  the  attached  copy  of  an  opinion  1 
Attorney-General,  and  have  him  generally  prepare  himself  to  conduct  hearing* 
the  charge  is  that  entries  were  made  either  as  dummies,"  or  under  a  previous 
ment  for  an  unlawful  association. 

That  is  correct,  is  it  not.  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  What,  the  letter  that  you  have  just  read? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  only  letter  that  I  saw  is  this  letter  on  the  r 
that  you  have  read.     I  never  saw  the  original  letter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  you  saw  that,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  now  call  your  attention  to  a  letter  of  Mr.  Sch\ 
acting  assistant  commissioner,  to  be  found  on  page  527  of  S 
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document,  dated  July  21,  1909,  to -Mr.  James  Sheridan,  special  agent, 
Denver,  Colo.,  a  very  long  letter  stating  the  situation,  but  in  which, 
among  other  things,  he  says,  on  page  529 : 

Every  report  received  from  Mr.  Glavis  in  this  case  concludes  with  some  statement  or 
observation  as  to  what  future  and  further  investigation  will  develop,  and  leaves  the 
report  in  a  status  which  precludes  this  office  from  taking  any  action;  and  he  has  been 
advised  from  time  to  time  it  is  the  purpose  and  intention  of  this  office  that  there  shall 
be  ful!  and  complete  investigation  and  advice  prior  to  the  final  action  upon  these 
entries  It  is  likewise  the  intention  of  this  office  that  these  proceedings  shall  come  to 
a  close,  and  that  these  entries  now  under  investigation  for  a  period  of  two  or  three  years 
shall  either  be  canceled  or  patented.  The  office  appreciates  that  it  has  no  more 
painstaking  and  careful  agent  than  Mr.  Glavis,  and  that  he  is  giving  to  these  entries, 
and  has  given  to  them,  his  best  efforts.  At  the  same  time,  the  proper  and  expeditious 
determination  of  the  field  investigations  at  present  devolve  primarily  upon  myself, 
and  I  am  responsible  for  the  result.  It  was  with  this  matter  in  mind:  that  my  letter 
of  October7,  1908,  was  addressed  to  him,  and  that  my  wire  of  April  20, 1909,  was  sent, 
informing  lim  that  the  cases  should  come  to  conclusion,  so  far  as  the  investigation  was 
concerned,  within  sixty  days,  and  that  he  might  call  for  whatever  agents  he  might 
require;  and  he  was  likewise — and  has  been — authorized  to  incur  whatever  expense 
may  be  necessary  in  these  investigations.  Notwithstanding  the  explicit  instructions 
contained  in  my  telegram  of  April  20, 1909,  and  the  different  instructions  in  reference 
to  the  Cunnirgham  case,  Mr.  Glavis  in  his  letter  of  July  8, 1909,  says  that: 

"  Since  the  lubmission  of  my  report  of  March  23,  there  has  been  no  evidence  secured 
in  this  group  tf  entries,  for  the  reason  that  the  time  allowed  in  which  to  make  these 
investigations  ias  been  too  short  to  complete  the  same/'  etc. 

Notwithstanding  Mr.  Gia vis's  statement,  the  record  shows  that  he  had  at  his  disposal 
the  entire  field  force;  and  he  also  had  explicit  notice  that  I  had  pledged  the  entire 
field  force  of  tie  department  for  a  report  in  these  cases  at  a  certain  time.  He  has 
failed,  however  and  the  report  can  not  be  made. 

You  have  been  placed  in  charge  of  the  Cunningham  group  of  Alaska  coal  cases  for 
the  express  punose  of  properly  completing  the  investigation  speedily;  and  thereafter 
to  conduct  the  nearings  upon  which  the  Government  will  endeavor  to  cancel  the 
claims.  Enougl  of  the  record  has  been  recited  to  advise  you  that  I  expect  this  result 
to  be  aecomplishd. 

You  are  advised  now,  as  Mr.  Glavis  was  advised  heretofore,  that  you  may  call  upon 
me  for  whateve:  assistance,  to  the  extent  of  the  field  force  and  the  funds  available, 
you  may  requiri.  If  it  is  a  matter  of  interviewing  further  en  try  men,  you  should'  call 
for  a  sufficient  lumber  of  agents  to  make  these  interviews  at  once.  It  is  my  opinion, 
however,  that  \r.  Glavis  and  his  agents  have  curried  this  group  of  cases  thoroughly, 
but  as  to  that  I  defer  to  the  opinion  of  yourself  after  you  shall  have  gone  through  the 
record  and  conferred  with  Mr.  Glavis.  In  so  far  as  the  proper  completion  of  the  Cun- 
ningham group  of  cases  may  require  it,  you  are  authorized  to  call  upon  Mr.  Glavis  for 
any  personal  asristance,  including  his  own  services. 

I  am  unable  to  agree  with  Mr.  Glavis's  letter  of  July  8,  that  the  physical  examination 
of  these  coal  pDperties  in  Alaska  is  necessary  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  taking  of 
evidence  on  tre  question  of  the  good  faith  and  bona  fides  of  the  entry  men.  He  has 
already  been  alvised  that,  whatever  the  result  of  these  examinations,  there  will  be 
opportunity  gren  to  get  such  results  in  the  record  in  the  hearings. 

That  is  corect,  is  it  not,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  letter?    A  copy  of  that  letter  was  sent  to  me  also. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  received  a  copy  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  Glams.  I  gave  mv  copy  to  Mr.  Sheridan  before  the  original 
was  receive!  and  oefore  he  made  his  report  to  Mr.  Schwartz  concur- 
ring in  my  opinion  that  the  cases  should  be  continued  until  we  made 
the  field  examination. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  can  you  turn  to  your  evidence,  which  you 
corrected  en  yesterday,  as  to  your  first  knowledge  or  notice  as  to 
when  Mr.  Sheridan  was  coming.     You  referred  to  it  yesterday. 

Mr.  Glacis.  I  have  not  yesterday's  testimony  at  hand,  Mr.  Vertrees. 

The  Chairman.  If  it  is  agreeable  to  you,  Mr.  Vertrees,  we  wall  now 
take  a  recess  until  2  o'clock. 

(Accordngly,  at  12  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m.,  the  committee 
took  a  rec«ss  until  2  o'clock  p.  m.) 
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AFTER  RECESS. 

The  committee  reassembled  at  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

Louis  R.  Glavis  resumed  the  stand  for  further  cross-examination. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  jrou  will  please  take  the  stand,  and 
Mr.  Vertrees  will  proceed  with  his  examination. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  please  refer  to  page  258  of  your  evi- 
dence, in  the  fourth  answer  from  the  bottom  on  page  258.  As  I  have 
the  answer  as  you  corrected  it  on  yesterday,  it  reads  as  follows : 

It  was  not  determined  that  there  would  not  be  any  hearing  until  after  the  field 
examination  until  July  24  or  26,  and  this  was  July  16,  and  at  that  time  t  was  not 
intended  that  they  would  proceed  at  once  with  the  hearing. 

Is  that  correct  as  I  have  read  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  do  you  mean  by  " proceed  at  once  with  the 
hearing/ '  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  proceed  with  the  hearing  just  as  soon  is  we  could 
regularly.     I  do  not  mean  the  next  day,  but  just  in  the  course 

Mr.  \ertrees.  What  I  am  asking  you  to  define  is  whst  you  mean 
by  "hearing;"  what  is  the  "hearing?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  hearing  was  the  taking  of  the  testinony  in  the 
case  between  the  Government  and  the  Cunningham  coil  claimants. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  do  you  mean,  the  trial  upon  the  evidence 
after  it  was  taken;  do  you  mean  the  taking  of  the  evideace? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  a  hearing  and  a  trial  are  practicdly  the  same 
thing — that  is,  we  always  considered  them  so — a  hearhg  before  the 
register  or  receiver  or  some  officer  designated  by  then  to  take  the 
testimony. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  were  notified,  though,  that  the  evidence  taken 
in  Alaska  should  be  in  before  what  you  now  describe  as  the  hearing 
should  be  concluded,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  before  July  16  that  I  eceived  that 
information,  or  it  might  not  have  been  until  I  received  acopy  of  that 
letter  written  by  Mr.  Schwartz  to  Mr.  Sheridan.  I  go  not  recall 
now,  but  I  thinlc  it  was  before. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  so  much  interested  in  the  tine  when  you 
received  it  as  the  nature  of  the  communication.  ■  . 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  were  informed,  were  you  not,  thit  ths  result 
of  that  investigation  being  made  in  Alaska  would  go  into  the  record 
before  concluding  the  hearing? 

Mr.  Glavis.   i  es,  sir.  \ 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  understood  that  that  evidence  siould  be! 
before  there  was  any  attempt  to  decide  the  matter,  did  ym  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes  "sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Please  look  at  page  516  of  the  Senate  docume At, 
the  third  telegram  from  the  bottom ;  there  is  one  from  Mr  Schwart 
chief,  dated  June  29,   1909,  to  you  at  Seattle,  and  informing  yoi! 
that— 

Cunningham  group  elect  to  stand  on  old  law.  Immediate  hearing  will  follow. 
Be  prepared  witn  your  evidence. 

Schwartz,  Chief  Ftld  Service. 
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Now,  is  "hearing"  used  there  in  the  same  sense  in  which  you 
have  used  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir,  "hearing"  is. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  is  meant  by  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  at  the  time  I  received  this  telegram  I  had  not 
information  that  they  were  going  to  wait  until  I  finished  my  field 
examination. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  not  my  question^  at  all.  He  says  there, 
"immediate  hearing  will  follow.  "Be  prepared  with  your  evidence." 
I  asked  you  if  "hearing"  means  the  preparation  of  the  case  or  the 
taking  of  the  evidence  as  used  there  or  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  means  the  trial,  or  the  taking  of  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  means  not  the  trial  but  the  taking  of  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Both  are  the  same  thing — the  trial  which  takes  the 
evidence,  and  the  hearing  is  the  taking  of  evidence  before  some- 
body to  determine  the  case  after  the  evidence  is  taken. 

Air.  Vertrees.  While  the  trial  was  to  be  before  the  commissioner, 
was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  I  mean  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office, 
Mr.  Dennett. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  the  trial  is  before  the  commissioner  in  this 
particular  case,  as  I  would  term  it;  it  was  when  the  testimony  was 
taken  before  the  commissioner  designated  by  Mr.  Dennett. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean  a  commissioner  to  take  evidence? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  you  mean  by  "commissioner?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  when  he  tells  you  to  be  prepared  with  your 
evidence  does  he  mean  prepared  with  your  witnesses  to  go  before  a 
commissioner  and  have  them  examined  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes. 

Mr.  Graham.  Let  me  ask  you  a  question,  Mr.  Vertrees.  I  do  not 
understand  one  of  the  other  of  you,  I  am  not  sure  which.  Would  the 
commissioner  you  speak  of  hear  the  evidence  and  decide  the  case,  or 
would  he  simply  hear  the  evidence  without  deciding  the  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  would  merely  hear  the  evidence  without  deciding 
the  case,  and  the  evidence  would  then  be  submitted  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  General  Land  Office  for  decision. 

Mr.  Graham.  With  or  without  report  from  the  other  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  without  a  report. 

Mr.  James.  It  is  like  taking  depositions  before  a  notary. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Instead  of  hearing  the  evidence  he  takes  the  evi- 
dence— takes  it  down  and  reports  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  It  is  just  the  same  proceeding  as  a  civil 
action  in  the  United  States  court  before  a  referee. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Vertrees  was  informed, 
or  was  not  here  when  the  fact  came  out,  but  Mr.  Glavis  is  not  a  lawyer; 
he  is  not  an  attorney,  and  many  of  these  terms  that  are  familiar  to 
you  and  me  are  not  understood  by  him  as  they  are  by  us. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  was  not.     I  labored  under  the  impression 

The  Chairman.  One  is  a  commissioner  to  take  testimony  and  the 
other  is  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 
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Mr.  McCall.  I  think  Mr.  Glavis  stated  it  very  clearly  and 
stood  that. 

Senator  Purcell.  Yes;  he  said  it  was  like  taking  depositi 
fore  a  referee. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  were  either  informed  that  the  hearing 
taking  of  the  evidence  would  follow  and  to  be  prepared  wi 
evidence,  and  were  to  go  ahead. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  replied  the  following  day  by  telegram 
appears  on  the  same  page,  with  an  inquiry,  as  follows: 

Is  it  necessary  to  submit  report  on  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  on  the  next  day,  June  30,  Mr.  Schw; 
plied  to  you,  as  follows: 

Yes;  submit  Cunningham  reports.  Notice  of  charges  will  be  prepared  he 
may  suggest  form  in  your  report  if  you  desire. 

That  is  correct,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  did  you  not — as  appears  on  page  I 
the  29th,  the  same  day  when  he  infdrmed  you  that  it  was  nc 
to  go  ahead — did  you  not  say  to  him  by  wire: 

Respectfully  recommend  that  Agent  Jones  be  directed  to  remain  here  on  c 
his  evidence  and  knowledge  Cunningham  group  very  important. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Has    that   cipher    "cedeg"    any   meaning 
applicable  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  means  "  answer  by  wire/'  I  think,  or  "ans 
wire  quick,"  one  of  the  two. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  At  the  bottom  of  page  517,  Mr.  Schwartz 

Send  Jones  to  Portland  this  week  in  accordance  with  our  understanding 
Cunningham  or  other  group  is  set  for  trial  you  mav  subpoena  him.  Please  dig 
efforts  to  secure  agents  and  employees  from  Portland. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  receiving  that  telegram 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  under  this  definite  direction  there  to  p 
to  go  on  at  once,  and  telling  you  what  to  do,  you  replied,  as  i 
at  the  bottom  of  page  518,  that  you  would  forward  the  Cunn 
report  to-morrow  containing  unfavorable  recommendations,  < 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  was  there  any  statement  up  to  tin 
that  the  evidence  was  incomplete — did  you  insist  on  anyt 
that  sort? 

*Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  they  already  knew  that;  they  knew  the 
sity  for  the  field  investigation.  We  had  discussed  that  a  nui 
times. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  a  field  examination  had  been  agreed  up< 
previous  to  that  time,  had  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Before  the  hearing  was  to  be  had? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  the  first  knowledge  that  I  hi 
they  were  going  to  proceed  immediately  with  the  trial  of  th 
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ningham  cases  before  this  field  examination  was  had;  that  was  the 
telegram  of  July  29,  1909,  that  they  were  to  proceed  with  the  imme- 
diate hearing. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  you  wired  back,  did  you  not,  on  the  30th 
that  new  phases  developed  as  investigation  progressed  and  that  you 
could  not  consistently  make  final  report  while  further  evidence  was 
available — there  is  a  cipher  there  that  means  "evidence,"  does 
it  not? 

Mr.  Graham.  Where  is  that? 

Senator  Purcell.  It  is  at  the  top  of  page  519. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  thought  you  were  going  to  finish  reading 
it,  because  I  would  like  to  explain  that  a  little  more  fully. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Surely,  if  you  want  to  explain  it,  you  may. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  also  says  "Cunningham  group  included. " 

The  telegram  in  full  is: 

Valuable  evidence  Alaska  coal  cases  still  being  secured.  New  phases  developed 
as  investigation  progresses.  Can  not  consistently  make  final  report  while  further 
evidence  is  available.  Cunningham  group  included.  Time  should  be  extended  at 
least  sixty  days  longer. 

That  included  not  only,  which  I  specifically  mentioned,  the  Cun- 
ningham group,  in  that  report,  but  it  included  all  the  Alaska  coal 
cases;  andunaer  instructions  in  the  telegram  of  April  I  was  directed 
to  complete  my  investigations  within  sixty  days. 

Mr.  James.  On  all  of  the  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  on  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases.  , 

Mr.  James.  How  many  were  under  investigation  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  eight  or  nine  hundred. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  why  did  you  not  say  that  your  report  was 
just  incomplete  instead  of  wiring  back  about  Jones,  and  all  that,  if 
that  was  the  difficulty? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  wanted  Jones  there  to  help  me  continue  the  investi- 
gations. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  your  instructions  to  investigate  everything 
before  you  reported? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  my  instructions  in  April  were  that  the 
Alaska  coal  investigations  were  to  be  completed  within  sixty  days. 
Nothing  was  specified  as  to  any  particular  group  at  all  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  want  to  know,  Mr.  Glavis,  is  as  to  your 
instructions  when  you  went  up  there. 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  I  went  where? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  To  report  on  a  particular  group  or  to  report  on 
all  the  groups? 

Mr.  Glavis.  When? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  you  went  up  to  investigate  the  Alaska 
claims. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  mean  the  field  examinations? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  My  instructions  were 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  I  do  not  mean  the  field  examinations;  I 
mean  when  you  went  up  there  to  investigate  the  Alaska  claims  in 
December,  1907,  when  you  came  down  here  and  received  instruc- 
tions. 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  to  investigate  all  the  Alaska  cases. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  But  I  asked  with  reference  to  your  report 
you  to  report  on  groups  or  make  a  general  report  finally  as 
them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  make  a  report  on  groups  as  my  evidence  i 
ticular  group  was  completed. 

Mr.  vertrees.  Now,  did  you  do  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  made  some  reports  in  June  or  Julv,1909,  whi 
practically  complete,  but  I  stated,  as  I  recall  that  now,  t 
neld  investigations  and  the  men  that  I  had  in  Alaska  at  ih 
might  develop  other  evidence,  and  therefore  until  they  r 
that  the  adverse  proceedings  should  not  be  taken. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  page  154  of  the  record  you  were  qu< 
and  made  answer  as  follows 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  mean  page  154  of  the  testimony? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  I  saia  the  record. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Was  there  any  reason,  from  the  point  of  view  of  prote 
Government's  interest,  why  you  did  not  want  to  bring  one  case  to  trial  an 
before  the  other  and  get  a  decision  on  it  before  the  others  were  ready? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  we  wanted  to  finish  our  investigation  of  all 
before  any  hearings  were  brought  in  in  any  particular  one  for  the  reason  t 
was  a  good  deal  of  jealousy  among  the  various  coal  claimants,  and  there  w 
deal  of  talk  that  one  was  going  to  be  shown  more  partiality  than  another, 
were  getting  so  that  they  were  talking  among  themselves,  to  a  certain  exte 
wanted  to  see  them  fight  among  themselves.  In  fact,  by  some  of  them  fighti 
themselves,  one  would  tell  on  one  and  the  other  on  the  other.  I  think  thi 
cated  by  Harriman's  letter. 

Now,  did  you  not  mean  to  convey  the  impression  there  th 
manner  of  investigation  was  to  get  all  the  evidence  before  y 
ceeded  to  make  reports  sufficient  to  bring  on  anyone? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  none  of  my  reports  in  June  or  Jul} 
recommended,  as  I  recall  them,  to  notify  the  coal  claiman 
adverse  reports  had  been  made  until  the  agents  had  return* 
their  work  in  Alaska.  At  the  time  of  their  returning  from  Al 
the  evidence  would  be  complete  in  all  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  what  I  wish  to  know,  Mr.  Glavis,  is  th< 
ing  of  that  answer.  Does  it  mean  that  your  programme  or  pi 
for  reasons  which  you  deemed  good  and  satisfactory,  to  finis 
investigation  of  all  the  groups  up  there  before  you  brought  or 
them  to  hearing? 

Mr.  Glavis.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  there  were  quite  a  number,  were  there 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  stated  just  above  there  that  there  wi 
six  or  seven  hundred  more  applications  in  regard  to  coal  cli 
which  you  could  get  in  various  parts  of  the  United  States.  A 
were  then  asked  by  Mr.  Brandeis: 

Why  was  it  that  you  did  not  finish  up  one  case  and  then  go  to  the  next? 
you  keep  them  all  going  at  the  same  time? 

And  you  answered  to  that: 

Well,  my  idea  was  to  investigate  them  and  see  all  the  people  in  that  city  at 
otherwise  I  would  just  see  those  in  a  separate  group  at  one  time,  and  it  woul 
years  to  finish  the  work  and  cost  the  Government  thousands  of  dollars,  wl 
seeing  all  the  people  in  one  city  we  made  much  better  headway  with  the  inve 
and  also  did  not  give  them  an  opportunity  to  talk  among  themselves  so  much. 
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Then  you  made  the  other  answer  that  I  have  read.  As  I  under- 
stand you  there,  you  mean  to  say  that  your  programme  and  your  policy 
in  conducting  these  investigations  or  hearings,  or  in  taking  this  evi- 
dence, was  to  endeavor  to  work  them  all  up  at  the  same  time  as  a 
matter  of  precaution,  and  not  report  or  bring  any  one  on  to  hearing 
before  you  did  another? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  also  on  account  of  the  economy  of  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  are  now  giving  the  reasons.  I  am  asking  you 
as  to  the  fact.     Was  that  the  fact? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  the  fact. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  you  were  doing — doing  it  that  way, 
working  them  all  up  at  the  same  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  before  you  were  intending  to  bring  on  any 
one  to  a  hearing.  Now  in  view  of  the  large  number  that  were  there, 
would  not  that  take  an  extraordinary  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  mean  in  investigating  in  the  manner  in  which 
I  was  doing  it  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  all.of  them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  all  the  coal  claimants,  as  a  whole,  would  have 
had  their  hearings  and  their  cases  disposed  of  earlier  than  if  I  had 
taken  one  up  at  a  time.  Also,  the  Government  was  saved  a  great 
deal  of  additional  expense  because,  as  I  have  stated,  some  of  the  claim- 
ants, in  some  of  the  groups  were  all  over  the  United  States,  and  if  we 
had  had  to  make  a  trip  every  time  we  investigated  one  group  and  did 
not  investigate  some  other  group,  then 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  that 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  not  finished,  Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  it  would  take 
an  indefinite  time  to  do  it,  and  would  be  adding  for  each  trip  to  that 
expense  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  without  the  reason  now,  we  will  get  to  them 
presently.  What  I  want  to  know  is  if  that  is  not  the  way  you  were 
proceeding,  taking  the  evidence  of  all  of  them,  sweeping  them  all 
tefore  you  reported  on  any,  or  brought  any  of  them  to  a  hearing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  was  the  cause;  and  now  I  will  come  to 
the  reason — you  regarded  that  as  sensible  and  economical? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  for  the  additional  reason,  as  stated  on 
page  54,  that  as  a  matter  of  fact  I  could  not  make  complete  reports  on 
any  of  the  cases  until  in  the  fall  of  1909,  and  at  that  time  I  was 
stopped  making  reports  on  all  of  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  not  your  course  of  procedure  often  directly 
the  opposite  to  your  orders,  and  was  that  not  the  trouble,  that  you 
were  doing  it  that  way  when  you  had  been  ordered  to  do  it  diner- 
entlv? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  so  construe  my  orders. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now  look  at  page  332  of  your  evidence,  and  you 
will  see  that  there  is  a  letter,  which  begins  on  page  331  of  the  evi- 
dence, from  Mr.  Ballinger,  addressed  to  Mr.  Glavis  at  Portland,  Oreg., 
giving  him  instructions,  and  the  concluding  sentence  of  that  letter  of 
instructions  is: 

You  will  from  time  to  time,  as  rapidly  as  possible,  make  separate  reports  upon  indi- 
vidual entries,  or  separate  groups  of  entries,  to  the  end  that  action  may  be  taken 
without  further  delay. 
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question. 


Mr.  Brandeis.  The  date  of  that  letter  is  December  28,  19C 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  when  he  was  sent  there  specially.  N 
on  page  503  of  Senate  document  and  you  will  observe  tha 
appears  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwartz,  acting  assistant  commi 
dated  October  7,  1908,  and  written  to  you  as  chief  of  the  field  < 
at  Portland,  Oreg.,  in  which,  among  other  things,  he  says: 

You  are  directed  to  complete  your  investigation  alone  the  original  lia< 
prepare  the  Government's  case  as  to  be  able  to  present  all  the  facts  at  a  he 
the  event  you  finally  make  adverse  report  and  ask  for  the  cancellation  of  the® 

This  office  has  been  informally  advised  that  the  various  entrymen,  knov 
"Cunningham  group,"  have  concluded  to  stand  upon  the  old  law  and  ask  for 
upon  the  now  pending  applications.  The  reports  as  made  by  you  to  this  of 
that  these  applications  were  fraudulent  and  should  be  canceled.  Proceed 
be  deferred,  nowever,  until  such  time  as  you  advise  this  office  that  you  have  c< 
your  investigations  and  are  ready  to  sustain  the  Government's  case  in  the  he 

Now  there  is  a  confirmation  there  on  October  7,  1908, 
specific  instructions  which  had  been  given  you  in  the  latter 
1907,  is  there  not? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  is  the  question? 

Mr.  Graham.  There  has  been  no  question  as  yet. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  said  "is  there  not."    That  is  a  < 

Mr.  Graham.  I  did  not  hear  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  letter  of  December  28,  1907,  in  the  : 
that  you  have  quoted  refers  to  the  making  of  my  reports  whei 
completed  the  investigations  I  was  making.  The  letter  itself  d 
state  in  any  part  of  it  that  I  am  to  make  a  complete  investiga 
one  particular  group  before  taking  up  another  group.  It  is  a  sta 
merely  to  make  a  report  when  I  nad  completed  my  investij 
in  a  particular  group. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Does  it  not  say  to  you  in  terms  specifical] 
you  will  from  time  to  time  and  as  rapidly  as  possible  make  sc 
reports  on  individual  entries  or  separate  groups  of  entries  to  t 
that  action  may  be  taken  without  further  delay? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  states  that,  but  it  leaves  to  n 
cretion  the  proper  manner  of  proceeding  with  those  investig 
and  it  speaks  of  the  investigations  of  the  entire  Alaska  coal  cas 
as  to  any  particular  group. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  interpreted  that,  did  you,  that  you  wc 
as  you  pleased  about  it ;  that  is  to  say,  not  report  them  separate 
wait  until  you  could  report  them  all? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  mean  that.  The  letter  i 
clear  that  when  I  am  prepared  to  make  a  report  on  a  separate 
of  individual  entries  that  I  am  to  do  that,  and  I  so  interpret 
instructions  to  mean  that;  but  I  did  not  interpret  the  instn 
to  mean  that  I  was  to  confine  myself  solely  to  an  investigation 
group  before  taking  up  any  other  groups. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  was  meant,  then,  by  the  statement  th 
should  be  done  to  the  end  that  action  might  be  taken  without  I 
delay?     What  did  that  mean? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  would  mean  what  it  says  as  to  the  repor 
it  does  not  refer  to  my  investigation. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Would  there  not  be  delay  of  a  very  grievou 
acter  if  you  waited  until  they  were  all  examined  and  reportec 
in  the  way  you  stated  awhile  ago  you  were  doing  it  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I    never    completed    any    particular    investigation. 
That  was  my  idea,  but  at  the  same  time  I  had  never  had  the  oppor- . 
tunity  to  complete  any  investigations. 

The  Chairman.  It  strikes  me  that  you  do  not  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Bran deis.  Please  read  the  question. 

(The  reporter  reads  as  follows:) 

Would  there  not  be  delay  of  a  very  grievous  character  if  you  waited  until  they  were 
all  examined  and  reportecf  upon  in  the  way  you  stated  awhile  ago  you  were  doing  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  would  delay  some  of  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  were  doing  it  that  way,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Didn't  you  say  to  the  committee  just  a  moment 
ago  that  you  were  proceeding  along  this  way  because  you  regarded 
it  as  economical  and  better  to  take  them  all  in? 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  are  speaking  of  my  investigation  and  I  am  speak- 
ing of  the  making  of  reports. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  report,  of  course,  was  to  be  made,  upon  the 
investigation.  You  would  have  to  make  an  investigation  in  order  to 
report,  would  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  not  that  what  they  were  calling  for — when 
they  called  for  a  report  it  necessarily  implied  an  investigation,  did 
it  not? 
m  Mr.  Glavis.  Of  all  the  cases.  And  my  instructions  were  to  inves- 
tigate all  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  but  to  make  separate  reports  upon 
separate  groups  of  entries  and  individual  entnes  whenever  I  was 
able  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  you  say  these  two  orders  mean? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  interpreted  them  that  they  gave  you  per- 
mission to  investigate  all  before  you  reported  on  any? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  thought  it  was  prudent  not  to  bring  on 
any  hearing? 

Air.  Glavis.  It  does  not  say  anything  about  that  part  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  not  that  very  course  of  procedure  on  your 
part,  doing  it  that  way,  that  broughtup  the  pressure  that  was  put 
on  you,  the  persistent  pressure  to  report  in  these  Cunningham  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  decidedly  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Decidedly  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  had  copies.  They  had  all  the  special  agents' 
reports;  they  knew  what  we  were  doing  and  what  different  groups 
were  being  investigated,  and  they  had  also  known  both  from  personal 
statements  made  by  me  to  Mr.  Schwartz  and  Mr.  Dennett  and  the 
reports  I  had  submitted  that  we  were  making  a  general  investigation 
of  the  cases  wherever  we  found  the  claimants  to  be,  whether  they 
were  in  one  group  or  another. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  at  the  same  time  were  they  not  all  the  time 
insisting  positively  and  frequently  upon  and  urging  a  report  in  the 
Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  urged  that  in  June — on  June  29,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  question  or  two  for  my  own 
information.     You  have  spoken  of  about  800  or  900  Alaska  coal 
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claims.     Now,  what  proportion  of  those  claims  had  gone  to  what 
we  call  final  entry  in  the  office  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  there  were  more  than  40  or  50. 

The  Chairman.  Forty  or  50  that  had  gone  to  final  entry  in  the 
Juneau  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  in  this  40  or  50  were  the  33  Cunningham 
claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  there  were  not  over  10  or  a  dozen  out- 
side those  Cunningham  claims  that  had  gone  to  final  entry? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  and  there  might  not  have  been  quite  that 
many ;  I  do  not  recollect. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recall  any  beyond  the  Cunningham  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes;  I  remember  there  were  a  few  others. 

The  Chairman,  flow  many,  approximately? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  I  say,  probably  about  ten  or  twelve;  it  might  not 
have  been  that  man  v. 

The  Chairman.  T*hat  had  gone  to  final  entry? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Were  not  those  classes  of  claims  that  had  gone  to 
final  entry  in  a  group  by  themselves,  on  account  of  the  fact  that 
they  had  gone  to  final  entry;  were  they  not  distinguishable  from  the 
others  where  there  had  been  no  final  entry  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  they  had  not  received  their  certificate,  but  they 
had  made  payments  for  the  land,  is  what  I  mean. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Graham.  Will  you  straighten  out  a  matter  in  my  mind,  if  you 
please,  if  you  can,  Mr.  Glavis?  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that 
you  construed  the  instructions  to  mean  that  you  were  not  to  report 
m  any  case  until  you  had  completed  the  investigation  in  all  the  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  consider  my  instructions  to  mean 
that. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  understood  you  to  sav  that  in  answer  to  a  question 
by  Judge  Vertrees,  and  I  wondered  if  t  understood  you  rightly. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  say  about  that  awnile  ago  in  your 
testimony  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  My  instructions  as  stated  in  detail 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Not  your  instructions,  as  to  your  course  of  pro- 
cedure, the  way  you  were  doing.  What  did  you  tell  the  committee  a 
few  minutes  ago  as  to  the  programme  of  procedure  that  you  had 
adopted,  when  I  asked  you  that  question? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  the  investigation  or  the  making  of  my  report? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Your  investigation,  I  will  say  then. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  plan  I  adopted  in  making  my  investigations  was 
to  investigate  all  the  cases  as  a  whole;  that  is,  there  were  a  lot  of 
people  in  Seattle — there  were  probably  in  the  State  of  Washington 
three  or  four  hundred  claims.  They  were  in  ten  to  twenty  different 
groups  of  claims.  Now,  I  investigated  all  of  those  groups  that  were 
found  in  any  town,  instead  of  confining  myself  to  one  group  and 
coining  back  to  that  town  later  on,  and  confining  myself  to  another 
group  and  doing  that  time  after  time  until  I  had  completed  my 
investigation  of  a  particular  group. 
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Senator  Purcell.  Can  you  refer  us  to  your  instructions?  What 
part  of  the  book  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  instructions  that  I  received,  the  written 
instructions,  were  the  ones  on  page  331. 

The  Chairman.  Of  the  record. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Three  hundred  and  thirty-one  of  the  evidence,  of 
the  testimony. 

Senator  Purcell.  That  is  the  first  that  you  received  instructions? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Purcell.  In  regard  to  the  Alaska  coal  lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  From  Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  air. 

Senator  Purcell.  Those  were  the  first  instructions  from  anyone? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Senator,  there  were  some  oral  instructions  given 
a  few  days  before,  ten  days  before. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  witness  has  said  nothing  about  oral  instruc- 
tions. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  The  witness  has  stated  that  they  were  the  first 
written  instructions. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Let  him  speak  of  that  himself. 

Those  instructions  are  the  instructions  which  I  have  already  read, 
are  they  not? 

Mr.  (jlavis.  You  only  read  the  last  paragraph.  I  think  that  in 
order  to  consider  them,  the  other  paragraphs  of  the  letter  should  be 
taken  into  consideration. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  sir,  what  is  there  that  qualifies  that  last 
paragraph  in  the  letter  of  instructions? 

Mr.  Glavis  (reading) : 

You  are  directed  to  take  over  the  investigation  of  these  alleged  irregularities  and 
take  the  action  necessary  in  each  instance  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  Government 
in  the  Alaska  land. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well? 
Mr.  Glavis  (reading) : 

The  original  charges  that  coal  lands  were  being  illegally  acquired  in  Alaska  were 
made  to  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love,  and  on  June  21,  1907;  Special  Agent  Horace  T. 
Jones  was  directed  to  make  the  necessary  investigations  in  these  cases.  You  have 
already  been  supplied  with  copies  of  the  reports  made  by  Special  Agents  Love  and 
Jones  and  of  the  report  of  Chief  of  Field  Division  Colter  as  to  the  operations  of  certain 
Chicago  parties. 

Now,  the  reports  of  Special  Agents  Love  and  Jones,  dated  August  10 
and  August  13,  will  show  that  they  conducted  their  investigations 
along  the  same  lines  that  I  conducted  mine  when  given  charge  of 
them.  That  is,  they  would  see  some  of  the  claimants  and  interview 
them  in  a  town,  whether  they  were  in  one  group  or  another.  The 
first  paragraph  of  the  letter  which  I  have  quoted  left  it  to  my  dis- 
cretion, I  think,  as  to  how  to  proceed  to  carry  on  the  investigation. 
That  had  always  been  the  custom  heretofore  or  theretofore.  I  pro- 
ceeded in  that  case  in  the  same  way. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  As  I  understand  you,  in  point  of  fact,  the  way 
you  did  conduct  these  examinations  is  this:  You  would  go  to  a  given 
place  and  examine  all  the  claimants  there,  or  all  the  claimants  you 
could  find  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  you  would  go  to  another  place,  and  s 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Conducting  it  that   way  until  you  got  all 
could  get,  or  what  you  could  get,  and  then  you  would  report? 
construed  your  instructions  to  permit  that,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  instructions  under  which  vou  acted 
those  contained  in  this  letter  of  Mr.  Ballinger  to  you,  dated  Dece 
28,  1907,  on  page  331,  and  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Schwartz  of 
7,  1908,  contained  in  Senate  document  at  page  503? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  got  another  instruction  relative  to  the  Cunninj 
cases  in  February,  1908,  advising  me  that  those  cases  had  b< 
that  they  wanted  me  to  proceed. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  turn  to  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  complete  my  investigation  in  that  case. 

The  Chairman.  Turn  to  it  so  that  we  can  get  it;  it  will  sav< 
the  trouble  of  quoting  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  page  465  of  Senate  document,  Mr.  Glavis. 

The  Chairman.  What  page? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Four  hundred  and  sixty-five,  I  think  is  the  o 
wants. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  one, dated  February  5, 1908. 
in  accordance  with  that  instruction  I  proceeded.  I  first  mac 
investigation  of  the  Cunningham  cases.  I  secured  evidence, 
while  I  was  in  the  course  of  securing  that  evidence  I  received  a 
gram  dated  May  2  to  discontinue,  and  I  did  not  receive  instruc 
to  resume  until  October,  1908.  Therefore  the  field  examim 
that  had  to  be  made  in  the  Cunningham  cases  could  not  be 
until  the  summer  of  1909,  so  that  I  could  not  go  over  there  to 

Flete  this  evidence  then.  I  could  have  secured  a  few  affidavit* 
could  not  complete  it  until  1  had  made  this  field  examination 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  this  letter  you  refer  to  of  February  5, 

gage  465  of  Senate  document,  does  it  not  show  that  they  had  i 
•om  you  to  the  effect  that  you  would  report  within  a  few  mont 
this  Cunningham  group,  and  then  say: 

This  is  not  sufficient.  The  office  feels  that  applicants  to  purchase  coal  la 
Alaska  have,  for  reasons  not  in  any  way  chargeable  to  you,  already  been  consid 
delayed . 

You  will,  therefore,  on  receipt  of  thus  letter,  proceed  to  Spokane  and  coi 
your  investigation  and  make  final  report  as  to  these  claims. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  the  letter  of  May,  1908.  I  believe  yot 
was  the  one  that  suspended  operations  on  account  of  the  a 
priation. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  there  was  a  telegram  dated  May  2,  1908. 
is  what  suspended  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  what  was  it;  what  did  it  contain? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  on  page  99  of  the  list  of  documents  prepare 
the  clerk  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  is  the  number  at  the  head  of  it? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Two  hundred  and  twenty-six  and  228,  Mr. 
trees. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  It  states  to  discontinue  the  investigation  now  being 
made  of  Alaska  coal  cases.     Shall  I  read  it? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  that  is  sufficient.  It. is  dated  May  2,  1908. 
At  that  time  Mr.  Ballinger  was  not  commissioner,  was  he  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  was  out  of  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Purcell.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the  word  "clear- 
listed"  as  used  in  the  telegram  of  February  5,  1908,  at  page  465? 
What  do  you  mean  by  "clear- listed?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  the  Cunningham  entries  had  been  approved  for 
patent  in  the  early  part  of  January,  1909. 

Mr.  James.  1908,  you  mean? 

Mr.  Glavis.  1908,  yes;  and  that  refers  to  that  order  clear-listing 
them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  when  you  did  resume  work  on  the  Cun- 
ningham claims  in  October  or  later,  as  I  understood  you,  you  did 
not  proceed  to  investigate  that  or  any  particular  group,  but  every 
place  you  went  to  you  mvestigated  all  the  groups — is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  would  like  to  explain  why  I  did  it.  For 
the  reason  it  would  not  expedite  my  reports  on  the  Cunningham 
cases  by  my  proceeding  to  a  few  points  in  the  United  States  to  com- 
plete that  investigation,  so  far  as  the  work  in  the  United  States  was 
concerned,  because  I  could  not  make  complete  reports  until  the 
work  in  the  summer  of  1909  was  concluded  in  Alaska. 
2  Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  speaking  of  1908  now. 
.r  Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  was  directed  in  October,  you  say,  to  resume 
my  investigation.  I  could  not  make  the  field  investigation  until 
the  summer  of  1909. 

P^Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now.  we  will  refer  now  to  some  other  mat- 
ters, Mr.  Glavis.  Among  tnose  things  which  you  said  respecting 
Judge  Ballinger  when  you  were  enumerating  them  the  other  day — 
yesterday,  those  things  which  you  thought  would  be  urged  against 
him — as  I  remember,  you  mentioned  among  other  things  a  letter 
written  by  Mr.  Jones,  special  agent,  on  December  2,  1907,  to  you — 

{ou  will  nnd  it  on  page  5  of  the  Senate  document,  if  that  is  the  one. 
f  I  remember,  you  thought  that  this  statement  in  that  letter  reflected 
unfavorably  on  Judge  Ballinger: 

About  this  time  I  had  met  Mr.  II .  K.  Love,  special  agent,  located  in  Alaska,  and  I 
took  him  to  Judge  Ballinger's  office  and  introduced  him  to  the  Judge.  Mr.  Love 
was  desirous  of  prolonging  his  stay  in  Seattle,  for  family  reasons,  and  it  was  agreed 
that  he  should  aspist  in  the  investigation  of  these  entries.  He  took  the  affidavits  of 
quite  a  number  of  persons,  some  of  them  prominent  business  men  of  Seattle,  and  I 
took  several.  We  then  went  to  see  Judge  Ballinger  and  told  him  how  we  were  getting 
along.  He  and  Love  seemed  to  think  that  it  would  not  be  right  to  disturb  the  title 
to  any  of  these  lands,  upon  which  large  sums  of  money  had  been  spent  and  various 
raiall  investors  had  risked  their  money.  The  Judge  then  asked  how  long  it  would 
take  to  complete  the  investigation.  I  said  that  if  it  were  carried  out  properly  every 
applicant  for  lands  would  have  to  be  interviewed  and  that  if  I  were  tne  only  person 
working  on  the  case  it  would  take  six  months  or  more,  as  the  applicants  are  scattered 
from  Nome,  Alaska,  to  West  Virginia.  Judge  B.  then  said  that  if  the  law  was  so 
construed  as  to  prevent  a  number  of  men,  with  the  intention,  in  good  faith,  of  develop- 
ing this  Alaska  coal  land,  from  acquiring  title  to  more  than  640  acres,  in  case  of  cor- 
porations or  companies,  that  have  expended  $5,000  in  improvements,  or  160  acres 
in  cases  of  an  ordinary  association  of  men,  he  was  going  to  see  what  Congress  could 
do  about  the  matter  this  winter.    He  said  that  he  thought  that  the  laws  relating  to 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


598       INVESTIGATION   INTERIOB  DEPT.  AND  BUBEAU  OF  FORESTS 

coal  lands  in  Alaska  should  be  changed  anyhow,  and  he  wished  me  to  get  da 
cerning  each  group  of  entries  (see  my  report)  for  said  lands  so  as  to  enable 
speak  intelligently  before  Congress.    I  therefore  went  to  Portland  and  Spoka 
interviewed  five  or  six  entrymen  in  each  town,  endeavoring  to  get  one  or  two 
group,  as  requested . 

Now,  is  that  the  matter  which  you  complained  of? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That,  and  there  are  some  additional  statements 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  want  the  additional  statements  read 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

I  then  returned  to  Seattle,  within  ten  days,  the  judge  having  asked  me  if 
return  before  he  went  to  California,  and  found  that  Love  haa  interviewed 
Munday,  and  others.    Munday,  Love,  and  I  had  a  conference  with  Judge  B — 

That  is  Judge  Ballinger,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

in  the  judge's  office,  and  Munday  made  a  plain  statement  of  what  he  in 
to  do. 

He  said,  in  so  many  words,  that  he  intended  to  get  as  much  coal  land  as  possibl 
admitted  that  he  had  other  people  file  on  lands  for  him,  and  in  one  or  two  ins 
if  I  remember  correctly,  he  had  supplied  the  money  himself.  I  recollect  that  \ 
and  I  had  quite  an  argument  at  the  time.  He  said  that  he  wanted  to  go  abc 
matter  in  the  proper  way  and  did  not  want  to  get  anything  illegally,  and  that 
not  think  that  he  was  getting  anything  illegally.  I  said  that  if  the  procurer 
persons  who  did  not  have  money  to  make  the  payments  required  by  law  and 
rights  were  merely  being  used  by  Munday  and  his  associates  for  their  own  gi 
proceeding  in  a  legal  manner,  then  my  knowledge  of  the  spirit  of  all  land  la 
very  defective,  as  1  supposed  that  one  could  not  barter  away  his  rights  or  give  i 
an  interest  therein  before  getting  title  to  the  land. 

The  judge  was  asked  by  Munday  to  say  whether  or  not  his  scheme  for  gettin 
lands  was  legal,  but  the  judge  refused  to  commit  himself. 

Now,  is  there  any  more  you  wish  read? 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  the  whole  letter  should  be  read.     I  re; 
to  the  whole  letter  as  well  as  any  parts  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  I  will  read  that,  then  [reading] : 

Love  did  not  wish  to  appear  to  be  very  active  in  this  investigation,  and  th< 
appeared  to  be  in  a  hurry  to  have  me  get  through  with  the  investigation,  * 
regarded  as  a  preliminary  one;  so  I  therefore  made  my  report  on  the  matt 
returned  to  Portland,  Oreg. 

There  was  no  concealment  of  facts  in  any  instance  during  my  investigation 
applicants,  except  in  the  case  of  a  man  in  Spokane  who  was  engineering  the  Do 
deal.  I  do  not  recollect  his  name,  but  he  denied  that  he  had  had  anything  to  < 
the  matter.  All  the  other  applicants  came  out  boldly  in  their  statements, 
who  were  financing  a  company  or  had  stock  in  some  organization,  based  up 
coal  land,  frankly  told  me  what  they  expected  to  do  with  the  land  and  an 
every  other  question  that  I  asked  with  equal  frankness. 

When  I  handed  in  my  report  to  the  judge  for  his  inspection  and  information 
that  I  had  done  very  well  with  the  investigation.  I  never  heard  anythin 
from  the  General  Land  Office  as  to  the  disapproval  or  approval  of  the  report, 
I  concluded  that  my  action  in  the  premises  was  satisfactory.     I  have  reiterat 

Frotested  by  letter  that  the  investigation  of  these  entries  should  not  be  stopp< 
trust  that  you  may  have  the  duty  of  carrying  out  the  investigation  to  its  com 
and  would  like  to  assist  you  in  the  work. 

Very  respectfully,  Horace  Tillard  Jones 

Special  Agent,  G.  * 

Now,  I  have  read  it  all.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  th« 
that  you  thought  reflected  on  Judge  Ballinger  was  that  aboi 
going  to  Congress  about  the  matter  and  saying  that  the  laws  re 
to  the  coal  lands  should  be  changed,  and  that  you  thought  tha 
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a  very  improper  thing  for  him  to  do,  or  words  to  that  effect.  Was 
that  what  you  said  on  yesterday? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  what  I  said  was  about  the  Judge  being  informed 
that  the  people  were  committing  frauds  against  the  Government 
in  connection  with  Alaska  coal  claims,  and  then  telling  Jones  that 
if  the  law  was  changed  it  would  prevent  people  from  acquiring 
more  land  than  was  then  permitted  them;  that  he  intended  to  see 
what  Congress  could  do  to  nelp  them  get  their  titles. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  not  this  what  you  said,  that  after  that  letter  of 
December 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Page  445  of  the  record.  After  referring  to  that 
letter  of  December  2,  1907,  from  Mr.  Jones,  referring  to  a  violation 
of  the  coal-land  laws,  do  you  not  say:  "His  remark  after  that  state- 
ment of  facts  and  admission' ' 

Mr.  Glavis.  Where  is  that? 

Mr,  Graham.  The  last  paragraph  before  the  bottom,  page  445  of 
the  record. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  see  that  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

His  remark  after  that  statement  of  facts  and  admission  by  one  of  the  claimants  that 
such  was  the  case,  that  he  was  going  to  come  down  here  and  see  what  Congress  could 
do  to  help  these  people  to  get  the  patents,  after  knowing  that  they  had  entered  into 
these  unlawful  and  fraudulent  agreements. 

And  then  the  next  step  would  be  his  action — and  I  think  one  of  the  most  important 
facts  to  show  that  he  is  not  loyal  to  his  trust  and  is  not  faithful  to  the  people  is  this  one: 
His  action,  after  giving  me  a  full  right  to  investigate  and  full  instructions  to  investi- 
gate all  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  to  take  up  personally  the  report  of  Love,  of  August  2, 
1907,  about  ten  days  after  I  had  the  conference  with  him,  and  he  had  seen  the  neces- 
sity for  making  a  thorough  investigation,  to  take  up  this  Love  report  of  August  2, 1907, 
and  deliberately  order  the  claims  to  proceed  to  patent  upon  such  a  report.  That 
report  had  been  in  the  files  for  nearly  six  months  at  that  time,  although  the  clerk  of 
the  office  had  not  taken  it  up. 

You  are  enumerating  various  things  there,  but  the  one  I  wish  that 
you  would  refer  to  is  that  he  was  going  to  come  down  here  and  see  if 
Congress  would  help  these  people.  You  state  that  is  one  of  the 
things  that  you  think  Judge  Ballinger  was  unfaithful  to  his  trust  in? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  because  they  were  perpetrating  a  fraud  against 
the  Government,  and  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  proper  action  to  take  to 
protect  the  Government's  interests. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  you  if  in  that  year — and  I  will  read  now 
on  page  134  of  the  Senate  document,  the  President's  message  to  the 
Sixtieth  Congress — if  he  does  not  say  on  page  134,  the  President  of  the 
United  States : 

The  regulations  should  permit  coal  lands  to  be  worked  in  sufficient  quantities  by 
the  several  corporations.  The  present  limitations  have  been  absurd,  excessive,  and 
served  no  useful  purpose,  and  often  render  it  necessary  that  there  should  be  either 
fraud  or  else  abandonment  of  the  work  of  getting  out  the  coal. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  see  that. 

Mr.  Graham.  The  first  paragraph  on  page  134,  in  the  small  type. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  In  the  message  of  the  President. 
And  on  page  30  of  that  message,  the  President,  in  referring  to 
Alaska,  says: 

The  coal-land  laws  should  be  changed  so  as  to  meet  the  peculiar  needs  of  the  Terri- 
tory. This  should  be  attended  to  at  once,  for  the  present  laws  permit  individuals  to 
locate  large  areas  of  the  public  domain  for  speculative  purposes,  and  cause  an  immense 
amount  of  trouble,  fraud,  and  litigation. 
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Now,  I  wish  in  this  connection  also  to  bring  to  your  attention  1 
for  you  have  mentioned  the  fact  that  Judge  Ballinger  appearec 
the  committee  and  argued  the  matter — that  is  one  of  the  thir 
you  said  he  should  not  have  done.  I  call  your  attention  to  th< 
of  James  Rudolph  Garfield,  Secretary,  Washington,  April  2( 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  of  the  H 
Representatives. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Where  is  that? 

Mr?  Vertrees.  It  is  not  in  that  record.  On  the  question  o 
officers  appearing  there  and  discussing  these  questions.  W 
there  and  neard  Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  read  his  testimony. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  got  his  testimony? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  get  Mr.  GarfiekTs  also? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  read — I  do  not  think  I  read  Mr.  Garfield's  tes 
He  did  not  appear  on  March  2.  I  read  a  letter  that  he  had  ad 
to  the  Public  Lands  Committee. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  do  not  know  whethei 
fact  that  Mr.  Garfield  appeared,  or  rather  addressed  a  letter  oi 
to  that  committee  on  April  20,  1908,  recommending  a  cert* 
and  the  substitution  for  section  9  of  that  bill  of  the  following  i 

That  any  persons,  associations,  or  corporations  who  have  obtained,  prior  to 
of  this  act,  claim  or  title  to  any  coal  lands  in  the  United  States  by  alleged 
means  shall,  upon  proof  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  tha 
coal-land  price  of  such  land  as  classified  by  said  Secretary  under  authority  c 
been  paid  to  the  United  States,  have  their  patents  confirmed  for  not  to  ex 
thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty  acres  of  such  coal  land  if  patents  have  issi 
patents  have  not  issued,  shall  receive  patents  for  not  to  exceed  said  area: 
That  patents  shall  not  issue  or  be  confirmed  for  such  alleged  unlawful  claim 
unless  all  land  in  excess  of  two  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty  acres,  an 
surface  of  the  confirmed  coal  lands  (except  not  exceeding  six  hundred  and  fc 
in  not  more  than  four  compact  bodies,  which  need  not  be  contiguous)  involvt 
one  such  charge,  shall  have  been  reconveyed  to  the  United  States  free  from  a 
brances  of  any  nature  whatsoever:  Provided,  further,  That  all  moneys  hereto 
to  the  Government  in  connection  with  sucn  alleged  unlawful  entries,  as 
price  for  lands  involved  in  any  one  charge,  shall  be  credited  toward  the  purch 
for  any  part  of  the  lands  embraced  in  said  charge  and  retained  by  such  pera 
ciations,  or  corporations  under  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

And  did  he  not  say  in  advocacy  of  that: 

This  substituted  section  offers  opportunity  for  relief  and  at  the  same  ti 
matically  carries  with  it  a  punishment  proportioned  to  the  value  of  the  coal 
question.  For  those  who  acquired  the  land  under  other  than  the  coal-lar 
trie  additional  price  to  be  paid  will  be  all  or  a  great  part  of  the  classified  vali 
those  who  paid  the  minimum  coal  prices  will  only  need  to  pay  such  additi 
as  will  equal  the  classified  valuo.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  opportunity  gi 
not  prevent  the  confirmation  of  entries  where  further  investigation  of  the  I 
prove  that  the  entries  were  unlawfully  made. 

It  is  suggested  that  the  provisions  of  the  bill  should  be  applied  to  Alaska, 
end,  sections  should  be  added  providing  for  the  filing  of  declarations  of  inter 
the  making  of  entries  for  unsurveyed  lands;  also  maintaining  in  that  dia 
present  system  of  determining  adverse  possessory  rights  by  the  courts  by 
provisions  somewhat  similar  to  those  contained  in  sections  2  and  3  of  the  act  of 
1904.  In  order  to  meet  existing  conditions  and  to  enable  those  who  made 
holding  in  good  faith  coal  locations  in  Alaska  under  existing  laws  to  comb 
claims,  a  section  is  suggested  which  will  permit  such  combination  by  bona  fide 
their  heirs  or  assigns,  so  that  they  may  include  in  a  single  consolidated  clai 
exceed  2,560  acres  of  contiguous  land. 
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Do  you  know  anything  about  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  never  read  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  in  this  connection  to 
offer  that  extract,  if  it  will  be  permitted  to  be  done. 

Senator  Fletcher.  We  ought  to  have  the  whole  report. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  not  in  this  book? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No,  sir.  The  bill  in  which  he  proposed  a  change, 
that  section  is  to  be  found  on  page  167  of  the  Senate  document;  it  is 
also  stated  on  page  91  of  this  publication,  compilation  of  letters,  etc. 

Mr.  Graham.  What  is  the  date  of  that  report? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  April  20,  1908;  it  is  a  letter  to  the  Public  Lands 
Committee. 

Mr.  James.  It  is  already  in  here,  on  page  139. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is,  the  bill  is. 

Mr.  Graham.  This  letter  is  not. 

The  Chairman.  If  that  report  is  not  already  in,  it  will  be  put  in. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  informed  that  the  report  is  in  the  compilation, 
but  is  not  in  the  letters.  I  will  offer  that  report  at  page  139  of  the 
Senate  document. 

Mr.  Graham.  Exhibit  I? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  already  printed,  but  I  wish  it  put  in  with  the 
record. 

Mr.  James.  You  wish  it  to  go  in  here? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  understand  that  the  judge  wants  only  so  much  as 
he  has  read  in  the  evidence. 

(The  report  is  as  follows:) 

Exhibit  I. 

Department  op  the  Interior, 

Washington,  April  20, 1908. 
Chairman  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  report  on  H.  R.  No.  19421,  "A  bill  to 
provide  for  the  entry  and  sale  of  public  lands  containing  coal." 

It  is  suggested  that  line  3,  section  1,  be  modified  by  omitting  the  word  "  vacant. " 

The  words  "declaration  of  intention, "  lines  11  and  12,  section  3?  should  be  modi- 
fied to  read  "a  declaratory  statement  of  his  intention,"  as  that  is  in  fact  the  nature 
of  the  paper  which  is  to  be  filed  and  conforming  to  that  in  use  under  existing  law, 
will  be  more  readily  understood  by  the  public. 

The  word  "further,"  in  line  22,  section  3,  should  be  omitted  for  the  reason  that  said 
line  is  the  first  and  only  provision  for  an  extension  of  time.  Lines  10, 11,  and  12  should 
be  amended  so  as  to  read,  "and  payment  of  the  classified  price  for  the  same  as  fixed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  at  date  of  the  initiation  of  the  claim,  if  classified,  or 
at  such  price  as  he  may  determine,  if  not  determined  when  the  claim  was  initiated." 
This  amendment  is  designed  to  secure  to  the  claimant  the  right  to  purchase  the  land 
at  such  price  as  may  have  been  placed  thereon  by  classification  at  the  time  he  initiated 
his  claim,  preventing  the  possibility  of  an  increased  price  being  put  thereon  by  reclas- 
sification after  he  had  opened  the  mine,  reserving,  however,  the  right  of  the  Secretary 
to  fix  a  proper  price  upon  lands  not  classified  at  date  of  the  initiation  of  the  claim. 
Lines  25  and  26  of  section  4  should  be  modified  so  as  to  provide  for  the  outright  sale 
of  not  exceeding  640  acres  in  not  more  than  four  compact  bodies,  which  need  not  be 
contiguous.  The  bill  as  submitted  would  permit  of  the  purchase  of  16  noncontiguous 
40-acre  tracts,  which  might  be  so  applied  for  as  to  render  the  remaining  surface  prac- 
tically valueless  for  disposition,  or  sunound  on  two  sides  the  entire  2,560  acres  em- 
braced in  the  filing. 

It  is  believed  that  four  noncontiguous  bodies  of  160  acres  each  will  provide  ample 
ground  for  use  in  connection  with  the  working  and  exploitation  of  the  coal  under  any 
one  purchase. 
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A  second  proviso  to  section  4  is  suggested,  fixing  the  fees  and  commissions 
to  registers  and  receivers  upon  the  filing  of  declaratory  statements  and  entry  o: 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act.  The  fee  is  fixed  at  $2  for  each  160  acres  or 
part  thereof  embraced  in  the  declaratory  statements,  and  the  commission  at 
each  for  the  register  and  receiver,  not  to  exceed  in  any  case,  however,  $100 

The  addition  of  another  section  to  the  bill  following  section  4  is  suggested, 
that  one  entry  shall  exhaust  the  right;  also  providing  for  an  additional  en 
this  law  by  those  who,  prior  to  its  passage,  may  have  exhausted  their  rigl 
entry  of  the  smaller  area  fixed  by  the  old  coal  law.  The  right  of  additional 
been  granted  to  those  who  acquired  title  to  less  than  the  maximum  area 
homestead  laws,  and  it  would  seem  but  fair,  in  view  of  the  greatly  inc« 
which  may  be  entered  under  this  bill,  that  the  right  of  additional  coal  entry  b 

The  fourth  word,  line  15,  section  7.  should  be  "after,"  instead  of  "of, 
entrymen  may  make  their  final  proof  and  thereafter  have  the  lands  exs 
order  to  determine  whether  or  not  coal  exists  therein.  A  suspension  for  ex; 
prior  to  final  proof  might  delay  same  for  a  considerable  period  in  some  case* 

After  the  word  "owner,"  line  6,  page  6,  it  is  suggested  that  the  words  * 
claimant"  be  inserted. 

Section  9  of  the  bill  practically  confirms  all  disputed  entries  or  locations  m 
the  coal-land  laws,  if  the  price  therefor,  as  of  the  date  of  such  entry  or  loc 
been  or  shall  be  paid.  It  would  seem  advisable  to  extend  opportunity  fo 
those  who  are  under  charge  of  acquiring  coal  land  under  otner  laws,  or 
acquired  a  larger  area  than  the  existing  coal  laws  permitted,  because  the  pass 
bill  by  Congress  will  recognize  the  fact  that  the  existing  coal-land  laws  are 
ticable.  Their  impracticability  has  helped  brin^  about  the  practice  of  a 
to  evade  them.  The  culpability  of  such  evasion  is  admitted.  Yet  if,  afte 
sage  of  this  bill,  those  under  charge  of  wrongful  action  should  be  willing  to 
land  with  the  very  considerable  penalty  of  assuming  all  the  burdens  and  n 
of  the  new  law,  it  would  seem  proper  to  confirm  their  right  to  so  much  of  tl 
shall  not  exceed  in  area  the  maximum  amount  which  might  be  acquired  unde 

1  therefore  suggest  as  a  substitute  for  section  9  of  the  bill  the  following: 

"Sec.  9.  That  any  persons,  associations,  or  corporations  who  have  obtai 
to  the  passage  of  this  act  claim  or  title  to  any  coal  lands  of  the  United 
alleged  unlawful  means,  shall,  upon  proof  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secrets 
Interior  that  the  full  coal -land  pnce  of  such  land,  as  classified  by  said  Secret 
authority  of  law,  has  been  paid  to  the  United  States,  have  their  patents  < 
for  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred  sixty  acres  of  such  coal  lands, 
have  issued,  or  if  patents  have  not  issued,  shall  receive  patents  for  not  to  ex 
area:  Provided,  That  patent  shall  not  issue  or  be  confirmed  for  such  alleged 
claim  or  titles  unless  all  land  in  excess  of  two  thousand  five  hundred  sixty 
all  the  surface  of  the  confirmed  coal  lands  (except  not  exceeding  six  hun 
forty  acres  in  not  more  than  four  compact  Dodies  which  need  not  be  coi 
involved  in  any  one  such  charge,  shall  have  been  reconveyed  to  the  Unit 
free  from  all  incumbrances  of  any  nature  whatsoever:  Provided  further, 
moneys  heretofore  paid  to  the  Government  in  connection  with  such  alleged 
entries,  as  purchase  price  for  lands  involved  in  any  one  charge,  shall  be 
towards  the  purchase  price  for  any  part  of  the  lands  embraced  in  said  cl 
retained  by  such  persons,  associations,  or  corporations  under  the  provisioi 
section." 

This  substituted  section  offers  opportunity  for  relief  and  at  the  same  ti 
matically  carries  with  it  a  punishment  proportioned  to  the  value  of  the  coa 
question.  For  those  who  acquired  the  land  under  other  than  the  coal-la] 
tne  additional  price  to  be  paid  will  be  all  or  a  great  part  of  the  classified  val 
those  who  paid  the  minimum  coal  prices  will  only  need  to  pay  such  additi 
as  will  equal  the  classified  value.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  opportunity  g 
not  prevent  the  confirmation  of  entries  where  further  investigation  of  the  I 
prove  that  the  entries  were  lawfully  made. 

It  is  suggested  that  the  provisions  of  the  bill  should  bo  applied  to  Alaska, 
end  sections  should  be  added  providing  for  the  filing  of  declarations  of  intei 
the  making  of  entries  for  unsurvcyed  lands,  also  maintaining  in  that  di 
present  system  of  determining  adverse  possessory  rights  by  the  courts  by 
provisions  somewhat  similar  to  those  contained  in  sections  2  and  3  of  the  ac 
28,  1904  (33  Stats.,  525).  In  order  to  meet  existing  conditions  and  to  ena 
who  made  and  are  holding  in  good  faith  coal  locations  in  Alaska  under  exi* 
to  combine  their  claims,  a  section  is  suggested  which  will  permit  such  a  cot 
by  bona  fide  locators,  their  heirs  or  assigns,  so  that  they  may  include  in  a  si 
solidated  claim  not  to  exceed  2,560  acres  of  contiguous  lands. 

Inasmuch  as  this  bill  is  designed  to  take  the  place  of  existing  laws  relati 

ublic  coal  lands  of  the  United  States,  the  addition  of  a  section  to  the  bill 
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existing  laws  but  specifically  preserving  the  right  of  duly  qualified  persons  t-j  perfect 
bona  fide  existing  locations  and  filings  is  suggested — 

"Sbc.  10.  That  all  lawB  and  parts  of  laws  relating  to  or  providing  for  the  disposition 
of  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States  containing  deposits  of  coal  are  hereby  re- 
pealed: Provided,  That  nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall  prevent  qualified  persons, 
associations,  or  corporations,  from  completing  and  perfecting  locations,  filings,  and 
entries  made  in  accordance  with  the  laws  ana  regulations  in  force  at  the  date  of  ini- 
tiation of  the  claims." 

Although  the  separation  of  the  surface  from  the  coal  and  the  provision  for  the  pay- 
ment for  the  coal,  reasonably  proportioned  to  its  actual  value,  and  the  provisions  of 
sections  5  and  6,  designed  to  prevent  unlawful  combinations  or  conspiracies  in  re- 
straint of  the  mining  or  selling  of  coal  and  to  give  the  United  States  a  preferential 
right  to  purchase  for  the  use  of  its  army  and  navy  such  coal  as  may  be  needed,  and  the 
general  relief  to  the  coal  claimants  and  operators  by  so  increasing  the  area  which  may 
be  purchased  as  to  enable  them  to  make  the  required  outlay  and  development,  are 
matters  of  great  importance  and  warrant  me  in  recommending  the  passage  of  this  bill. 
I  urge  particularly  upon  your  attention  a  further  matter  which  is  worthy  of  very 
careful  consideration.  I  believe  that  the  coal  now  belonging  to  the  United  States 
should  not  only  be  saved  from  acquisition  under  the  noncoal-land  laws,  as  provided 
by  the  bill,  but  also  that  the  coal  now  owned  by  the  United  States  should  be  pro- 
tected by  the  Government  until  it  has  all  been  used  in  an  economical  way.  Such 
protection  could  be  practically  assured  by  retaining  in  the  United  States  the  title  to 
the  coal  itself  and  giving  to  the  coal  operators  the  right  to  mine  it  at  reasonable  rentals 
or  royalties,  under  conditions  as  free  from  burdens  to  the  business  interests  of  the 
operator  as  can  be  allowed  consistently  with  protection  of  the  public  interests.  This 
might  be  brought  about  by  leasing  the  coal  land  with  provision  against  holding  it  an 
unreasonable  time  for  speculative  reasons,  and  particularly  with  security  against 
mining  in  a  wasteful  manner.  Such  a  lease  should  provide  an  annual  rental  per 
acre,  which  in  itself  would  be  a  considerable  security  against  more  speculative  hold- 
ing of  the  land,  and  in  addition  thereto  a  royalty  per  ton,  which  should  be  proportioned 
to  the  value  of  the  coal  property  leased,  looked  at  from  the  same  considerations  which 
are  made  the  foundation  of  fixing  classified  prices  of  coal  land  preparatory  to  sale. 
Private  owners,  various  States  of  the  United  States,  and  different  foreign  countries 
have  tried  the  lease  system  with  good  results.  This  system  would  not  unreasonably 
hamper  the  business  development  of  the  coal,  and,  without  adding  an  unnecessary 
burden  to  the  operators,  would  ultimately  bring  to  the  Government  a  much  larger 
revenue.  Furthermore,  a  lease  system  is  of  distinct  advantage  to  the  smaller  operators 
who  could  pay  for  coal  when  developed,  instead  of  being  obliged  to  advance  the  full 
price  of  the  coal  at  the  time  of  entry. 

The  natural  conditions  in  the  public  lands  are  such  as  to  make  the  leasing  system 
in  coal  mining  especially  applicable  to  their  development.  The  risks  and  uncertainties 
in  many  fields  make  leasing  the  safer  system  for  even  the  laige  operator;  while  in  many 
areas,  especially  in  the  lipnite  fields,  the  small  cost  of  the  necessary  mining  plant 
favors,  as  does  also  the  leasmg  system,  the  mining  by  a  large  number  of  small  operators. 

The  supplies  of  workable  coal  in  most  of  the  public-land  States  are  entirely  inade- 
quate to  the  future  needs  of  these  great  Commonwealths,  which  have  but  begun  their 
real  development;  and  vet  probably  in  no  country  is  so  large  a  part  of  the  available 
supply  of  coal  lost  in  mining  as  is  now  the  case  in  many  of  these  western  coal  fields. 
The  chief  purpose  of  the  Government  under  the  leasing  system  would  be  the  encourage- 
ment of  economic  mining  methods  with  a  view  to  both  development  for  present  needs 
and  the  perpetuation  of  the  supplies  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  future. 

This  purpose  can  be  accomplished  in  harmony  with  state  laws,  including  a  state 
tax  on  the  mine  products,  and  with  an  amount  of  federal  supervision  which  would 
always  be  small;  and  even  this  limited  amount  of  inspection  would  be  done  in  con- 
nection with  investigations  conducted  with  a  view  to  helping  in  the  development  of 
increased  safety  and  efficiency  in  mining. 

The  United  States  does  not  look  particularly  to  the  question  of  revenue  in  the  dis- 
position of  public  lands,  and  the  chief  purpose  of  the  Government  in  connection  with 
these  coal  lands  must  always  be  to  secure  their  wise  and  efficient  development  in  the 
interest  of  the  whole  people  of  the  West;  but  since  it  has  devoted  the  proceeds  there- 
from to  public  purposes,  such  as  reclamation  of  arid  lands,  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  Congress  would  look  favorably  upon  any  increase  in  the  revenue  from  the  public 
land  which  would  not  retard  its  proper  development. 

For  the  reasons  gi  /en,  I  suggest  that  the  bill  be  modified  so  as  to  give  the  option  of 
either  purchasing  or  leasing  the  coal  deposits,  by  the  insertion,  after  suggested  section 
4a,  of  tne  folio  wing  sections: 

"46.  That  if  any  individual  or  association  qualified  to  enter  coal  lands  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act,  or  a  corporation  duly  empowered  to  tranpact  business  in  the 
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State  or  Territory  in  which  the  land  is  situated,  makes  application  to  lease 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorized  to  lease  to  such  applic 
exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty  acres  of  coal  land  exclusive  of  t 
under  Buch  terms  and  conditions  as  he  may  deem  proper  to  conserve  the  pi 
ests;  and  after  such  application  for  the  leasing  of  any  definite  tract  of  coa 
been  received  at  the  appropriate  local  land  office,  the  coal  lands  thus  t 
shall  not  be  subject  to  sale  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  during  the  p< 
such  application:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  requi 
lease  an  annual  rental  per  acre  for  the  lands  leased  of  five  per  cent  of  th< 
price  for  such  lands,  and  in  addition  thereto  such  royalty  as  he  may  deerx 
each  case,  not  less  than  one-half  cent  per  ton  nor  more  than  five  cents  per 
coal  actually  mined. 

"4c.  That  at  the  time  of  filing  application  to  enter  and  purchase,  or  of  th 
of  a  lease  for  coal  lands,  the  entryman  or  lessee  may  purchase  also,  at  t 
and  fifty  cents  per  acre  additional  to  the  classified  cnarge  for  the  coal,  or 
price,  by  legal  subdivisions  in  not  more  than  four  compact  bodies,  whicl 
be  contiguous,  not  to  exceed  six  hundred  and  forty  acres  of  the  surface  < 
lands  entered  or  leased,  or,  at  his  option,  the  lessee  may  lease  the  excluE 
Buch  surface  under  terms  and  conditions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  tl 
in  the  lease." 

If  the  above  sections  are  inserted  in  the  bill,  the  first  proviso  to  sectio 
bill  should  be  omitted,  as  its  provisions  are  embodied  in  section  4c.  Tc 
the  suggestions  relative  to  Alaskan  coal  lands,  sections  numbered  8a,  6,  c,  i 
be  inserted  after  section  8.  A  typewritten  draft  of  the  bill  embodying  the 
changes  and  additions  is  inclosed. 

Very  respectfullv,  Jambs  Rudolph  Garfii 


Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  I  understood  there  fr< 
testimony  on  yesterday  one  particularly  troublesome  '  thi 
reflected,  you  tnought,  upon  Mr.  Garfield  as  commissioner,  i 
was  the  clear  listing  of  the  Cunningham  group  of  claims. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  don't  mean  Mr.  Garfield;  you  rr 
Ballinger. 

Mr.  vertrees.  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  explain  that,  Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Shall  I  go  into  the  same  details? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  I  believe  I  will  withdraw7  that.  Y 
already  done  that  on  yesterday. 

Now,  you  came  down  here  in  December,  1907,  having  writ 
you  wanted  to  come,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  also  telling  them  the  mission  c 
I  wanted  to  come. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  I  believ 
that  you  would  like  to  come  down  and  talk  with  him. 

Mr.  Glavis.  With  reference  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  With  reference  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  he  wrote  you  to  come? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  received  a  telegram.  But  first  1  got 
from  Mr.  Dennett  asking  me  whether  I  could  not  wTrite  it,  i 
not  know  whether  I  answered  it  or  not.  Anyway,  I  receive 
gram  in  December,  about  December  7,  to  proceed  to  Washir 
consultation  and  instruction. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  did  come  to  Washington? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  came  down  here  in  December? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  went  to  see  Mr.  Schwartz,  the  Chief  of 
Field  Service,  did  you  not,  and  stated  the  situation  to  him? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  was  that  situation,  in  a  general  way — do  not 
go  into  details,  but  the  one  that  attracted  your  attention 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  was  the  result  of  Jones's  report  of  December 
2, 1907 — I  showed  him  that — as  to  what  people  were  saying  in  Seattle 
about  them  getting  their  coal  claims,  ana  it  was  what  I  had  reported 
to  them  officially  with  reference  to  what  young  Mr.  Davis  stated  to 
me — that  Ballinger,  as  commissioner,  in  the  summer  of  1907,  had  ad- 
vised them  not  to  make  any  affidavit  until  they  knew  what  they  had 
to  meet. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  Mr.  Schwartz  went  immediately,  did  he  not, 
to  Mr.  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  were  you  not  immediately  brought  to  Mr. 
Ballinger,  also? 

Mr.  Glavis.  After  Mr.  Schwartz  came  back  he  sent  for  me,  and  told 
me  to  come  down. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  all  happened  within  less  than  an  hour, 
did  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  it  took  more  than  that.  We  had  talked  about  an 
hour  and  a  half  or  two  hours. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  two  hours,  then,  if  you  please.  The  essential 
thing  that  I  want  to  get  is  that  you  gave  it  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  he  imme- 
diately gave  it  to  the  commissioner,  and  immediately  Schwartz  came 
back  to  you  and  brought  you  to  the  commissioner,  and  you  made  your 
statement  to  him. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  you  received  verbal  instructions,  did  you 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  what  were  they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Ballinger  stated  that  Mr.  Schwartz  had  talked 
to  him  about  it,  and  that  I  was  going  to  have  charge  of  the  Alaska 
coal  cases;  that  he  had  told  Mr.  Schwartz  to  give  me  charge  of  the 
Alaska  coal  cases,  and  he  said:  "Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  I  want  these 
rumors  stopped."  He  also  mentioned  some  of  the  people.  He  said 
there  were  some  of  the  people  connected  in  these  cases,  and  he  men- 
tioned some  of  their  names,  and  he  said:  "There  are  a  lot  of  them 
friends  of  mine  and  neighbors;"  but  he  said:  "I  do  not  want  that 
to  make  anv  difference  at  all  as  to  your  investigation."  He  said: 
"I  would  like  you  to  make  it  known  that  we  are  going  right  after 
those  people,  wnether  they  are  friends  of  mine  or  not." 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  at  that  time  there  was  great  unrest  out  in 
that  country,  Washington  and  Oregon,  with  reference  to  the  Alaska 
coal  claims,  was  there  not?  The  people  were  clamorous  and  feeling 
that  thev  were  greatly  delayed  and  there  ought  to  be  something 
done.     lou  got  that  impression  out  there,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  was  a  lot  of  them — they  were  delaying  them- 
selves, as  a  matter  of  fact. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  the  question 
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Mr.  Glavis.  With  the  exception  of  the  Cunningham  c 
others  were  not  really  delayed,  because  they  had  not  mad 
yet. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  answer  the  question.  Th< 
was  whether  there  was  not  a  good  deal  of  unrest  about  those 

Mr.  Graham.  I  submit  he  answered  that  specifically,  1 
was  no  unrest  except  as  to  the  Cunningham  claims. 

The  Chairman.  I  did  not  understand  that. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  will  ask  the  reporter  to  read  the  que 
answer. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question  and  answer  as  folio 

Now,  at  that  time  there  was  great  unrest  out  in  that  country,  Washington 
with  reference  to  the  Alaska  coal  claims,  was  there  not?  The  people  we 
and  feeling  that  they  were  greatly  delayed,  and  there  ought  to  be  son* 
You  got  that  impression  out  there,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Gi^  is.  There  was  a  lot  of  them — they  were  delaying  themselves, 
of  fact. 

With  the  exception  of  the  Cunningham  claims,  the  others  were  not  rei 
because  they  had  not  made  proof  as  yet. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  said  they  were  not  clamoring;  he 
were  not  delayed. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  in  what  way  do  you  mean  clamoring 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  mean  complaining — not  that  there  w< 
men,  but  that  the  people  who  were  interested  felt  that  i 
ought  to  be  done  in  the  matter,  and  when  Judge  Ballinge 
with  the  views  he  had,  that  something  would  have  to  be  d< 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  they  were.     The  information  I  was 
the  rumors  I  was  hearing  were  that  they  were  rejoicing  i 
complaining,  because  they  were  going  to  get  their  title. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Rejoicing  at  the 'change  in  the  situatioi 
the  existing  situation  was  not  agreeable. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  situation  prior  to  that  time  was  not  ag 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  they  were  investigating  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  he  told  you  to  make  a  full,  thorouj 
gation,  and  to  spare  nobody? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  requested  me 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  requested  you  to  do  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  went  back  at  what  time  to  do  t 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  left  about  December  19. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Where  did  you  go? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  went  direct  to  Portland,  Oreg. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  began  investigations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  as  soon  as  I  arrived. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  did  you  shortly? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  in  January  I  wrote  Special  Agent 
told  him  to  send  me  all  the  papers  down  connected  with  t 
coal  cases,  and  in  January,  I  think  it  was,  or  the  early  part  ol 
I  was  receiving  some  preliminary  information  necessary  to 
a  thorough  investigation  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  you  received   a  communication 
office  after  you  had  gotten  out  there,  and  not  a  great  < 
stating  that  the  Cunningham  group  bf  claims  had  been  cl 
did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  received  that  about  the  22d  of  January, 
1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  the  communication  was  dated  January  7,  as  I 
recall  it,  and  I  did  not  reply  to  it  until  January  22. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  receive  that  before  January  22  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  From  that  I  would  think  it  arrived  in  my  office  about 
the  12th  or  13th.  But  I  can  not  recall  whether  I  was  in  the  office 
at  that  time  and  failed  to  answer  it,  or  whether  I  was  in  the  field; 
but  I  did  not  answer  it  anyway  until  January  22. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  According  to  the  course  of  mails,  it  should  have 
come  about  the  12th  or  the  13th? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  in  point  of  fact  you  did  answer  it  on  the  22d? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  answered  it  in  two  ways;  you  sent  a  tele- 
gram and  wrote  a  letter,  did  you  not,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  protesting  against  the  clear  listing  of  those 
claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  turn  to  your  letter  there,  please — where  is 
that  letter?  In  the  compilation  that  is  indexed  "List  of  orders, 
letters,  telegrams,  and  other  exhibits." 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Page  49  or  the  compilation. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  find  on  the  other  page  there,  page  48,  your  tele- 
gram, is  it  not.  Mr.  Glavis,  a  telegram  addressed  to  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office  from  you  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  stating 
that  the  coal  entries  mentioned  in  your  letter  of  January  7  should 
not  be  clear  listed.     That  is  the  telegram  you  refer  to,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Dated  January  22? 

Now,  I  will  ask  you  if  the  indorsements  do  not  show  that  that 
telegram  was  received  January  23,  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Received  in  the  General  Land  Office? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  General  Land  Office,  and  it  was  addressed  to  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  received  in  the  General  Land  Office  January 
23,  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  isn't  it  true  that  immediately  upon  receipt 
of  that  telegram,  that  date,  that  Mr.  Schwartz,  Chief  of  Field  Service 
Division,  recalled  the  order  clear  listing  those  claims  and  set  them 
aside? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  onpage  52. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  page  52.  The  thing  I  am  after  is  that  he  did 
it  the  very  day  he  got  your  telegram. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  before  he  could  by  any  possibility  have  gotten 
your  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  This  telegram  states  no  reasons  why  he  recalled 
the  clear  listing.  He  merely  notifies  him  that  they  will  not  be  clear 
listed;  and  without  waiting  to  know  why,  he  very  promptly  and 
immediately  on  that  date  recalled  that  clear  listing,  did  he  not? 
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Mr.  Glavi8.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  hasn't  it  stood  that  way  to  this  daj 
as  you  know? 

Mr.  Glavis.  So  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Up  to  the  time  you  left  the  service  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  your  letter  of  January  22,  which 
on  page  49  of  the  book  referred  to — I  will  ask  you  if  the  01J3 
that  you  give,  so  far  as  you  yourself  were  concerned,  is  that- 

Durin^  the  summer  of  1907  said  entries,  among  others,  were  partially  im 
by  Special  Agent  H.  T.  Jones,  who,  under  date  of  August  10,  1907,  repc 
from  the  preliminary  investigation  made,  he  believed  that  said  entries  were  £ 
and  recommended  further  investigation. 

Twice  since  making  said  report  Mr.  Jones  has  called  your  attention  to  1 
recommending  further  investigation  of  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

And  do  you  not  conclude  with  this  as  your  reason: 

In  view  of  Agent  Love's  political  aspirations  and  because  of  the  conclusioi 
by  Agent  Jones  in  his  preliminary  report,  I  especially  recommend  that 
clear  lifting  said  entries  be  revoked,  pending  my  investigation.     I  expect  t 
to  submit  reports  thereon  within  a  few  months*  so  that  the  additional  de! 
hardly  cause  the  claimants  much  hardship. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  the  intervening  paragraphs — I  have  n 
them,  but  they  probably  might  throw  some  light  on  it;  I 
know  that  they  do. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  All  right. 

Mr.  Glavis.  May  I  read  it? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Kead  them;  if  you  think  so,  you  can  put  t 

Mr.  Glavis.  Also  the  fact  that  from  what  Special  Ageii 
based  his  report:  that  is,  upon  what  information,  as  well  as  ti 
reasons;  and  also  I  recall  speaking  to  Mr.  Jones  about  thi 
clear  listing  and  conferring  with  him  about  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  if  the  order  clear  listir 
claims,  these  entries,  made  by  Mr.  Schwartz,  and  which  is  fc 
page  462  of  the  Senate  document,  did  not  direct  that  you  sh 
notified:  that  is  to  say,  the  very  order  stating  that  these  cc 
entries  are  clear  listed,  as  to  division  P,  also  contained  this  di: 
"You  will  notify  Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Made  at  the  same  time  that  they  were  cles 
by  the  party,  of  instructions  to  you;  and  you  were  then  at  P< 
Oreg.,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  telegram  that  came  to  you  wa 
the  7th? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  it  was  not  a  telegram.     It  was  a  letter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  A  letter,  I  mean,  lhat  came  to  you  da 
7th,  notifying  you  that  this  had  been  done? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  they  sent  me  a  copy  of  the  lette 
listing  those  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  to  say  the  clear-listing  orders  direc 
to  be  notified  of  the  fact  that  these  Cunningham  lands  we] 
listed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes-  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  were  notified? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  And  notified  in  time — although  you  delayed 
answering  somewhat — to  send  a  telegram,  saying  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  clear  listed,  and  the  olear  listing  was  withdrawn? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Are  you  not  assuming  that  he  delayed.  Possibly 
he  was  away  at  the  time,  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  do  not  mean  culpably  delayed.  I  mean  it  in 
the  sense  of  delay,  without  saying  whether  he  was  responsible  or  not. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  thought  you  did  not  mean  it  that  way. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  about  that,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  wish  the  stenographer  would  read  the  question. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question,  as  follows:) 

And  notified  you  in  time,  although  you  delayed  anawering  somewhat,  to  send  a  tele- 
gram saying  that  they  ought  not  to  be  clear  listed,  and  the  clear  listing  was  withdrawn? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Isn't  all  that  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  true;  the  statements  are  true  in  a  way — I  will 
answer  it  yes,  and  then  I  would  like  to  explain. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Sure. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  think  that  is  not  quite  clear.  The  instruc- 
tion from  Mr.  Schwartz  dated  December  26,  1907,  to  Mr.  Murphy  to 
clear  list  the  entries  and  notify  me  is  true,  and  that  I  was  so  notified 
by  a  letter  sent  by  Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett  dated  January 
7,  1908,  which  transmitted  a  copy  of  a  letter  dated  January  4,  1908, 
to  chief  of  division  N,  clear  listing  these  entries. 

The  Chairman.  You  received  that  letter  about  the  13th  or  14th, 
did  vou  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  received  that  letter — that  letter  should  have  reached 
me  about  the  12th  or  13th,  and  probably  did;  I  do  not  recall  when  I 
received  it.  I  might  have  been  in  the  field,  have  been  away  from 
headquarters  when  it  was  received,  or  it  might  have  been  there  and  I 
might  have  had  in  mind,  before  answering  it,  to  confer  further  with 
Special  Agjent  Jones  as  to  what  he  believed  ought  to  be  done.  I  can 
not  recall  just  the  reason  why. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  reply  to  it,  either  by  telegram  or 
letter,  until  the  22d? 

Mr.  Glavis.  January  22;  yes,  sir.     It  would  be  about  nine  days. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  account  for  the  delay  in  the  reply? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  no;  I  can  not.  I  think  I  might  have  been  away, 
or  I  might  have  been  waiting  to  confer  with  Mr.  Jones  as  to  his  views 
in  the  premises.  I  recall  very  definitely  that  I  figured  some  on 
whether  or  not  to  make  a  reply  to  it,  because  it  did  not  call  for  a  reply; 
it  was  a  statement  of  what  had  been  done.  But  I  do  not  know  what 
the  real  reason  for  the  delay  was.  Nine  days  would  not  make  any 
difference,  so  far  as  the  patents  were  concerned — the  patents  could 
not  have  been  written  up  and  issued  in  that  time.  They  usually 
take  all  the  way  from  three  months  to  two  or  three  years,  sometimes, 
to  get  patents. 

The  Chairman.  Three  months  is  generally  about  the  shortest  time, 
isn't  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  After  claims  have  been  clear  listed  before  a  patent 
issues? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  my  understanding. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  there  was  ample  time  for  you  to  make  a 
reply? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  look  on  page  63  of  Senat 
ment.  llicre  is  a  letter  there  dated  Seattle,  January  15,  1908 
letter  has  already  been  introduced  in  evidence  by  you  at  pag< 
the  n  core1.  It  is  a  letter  by  Mr.  Clarence  Cunningham  to  the 
and  receiver  of  the  United  States  land  office  at  Juneau,  Alas 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  page? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Page  63  of  the  Senate  document.  That  is 
the  24  letters  that  we  were  talking  about  yesterday,  is  it  not 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  already  introduced  by  you.  Now,  I  c 
attention  to  the  second  paragraph,  page  64,  in  which  this  M 
nigham,  wTriting  to  the  register  and  receiver  at  Juneau,  says: 

I  am  glad  to  know  that  you  sent  your  office  copies  on  to  Washington,  for  I  ai 
by  Governor  Moore  that  he  is  assured  by  the  department  chief  that  patent 
issued  forthwith  on  arrival  of  plats  unless  some  reason  for  withholding  same  is  i 
by  Special  Field  Agent  Glavis,  which  is  not  expected. 

Now,  does  not  that  letter  show  on  its  face  that  when  G< 
Moore  came  down  he  was  informed  that  you  were  in  the  fielc 
tigating  these  matters,  and  that  while  an  unfavorable  report  i 
expected,  that,  nevertheless,  if  one  came  it  would  not  be  clear 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  does  not  show  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  think  it  shows  this,  that  Governor 
was  informed  that  they  had  clear-listed  the  entries  and  had  : 
me,  and  that  my  protest  over  the  action  taken  by  my  super 
Commissioner  of  tne  General  Land  Office,  was  not  accepted. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  what? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  the  protest  from  me  of  the  action  taken 
superior,  the  commissioner,  was  not  accepted;  and  that  that 
he  meant.     He  may  have  meant  one  or  the  other. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  say  that  that  language  means  what  y< 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  would  be  my  understanding  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  he  says  there,  that  "patents  will  be 
forthwith  on  arrival  of  plats,  unless  some  reason  for  with 
same  is  advanced  by  Special  Field  Agent  Glavis,  which 
expected ;"  now,  does  that  not  mean,  Mr.  Glavis,  plainly 
Mr.  Moore  to  understand,  so  far  as  the  office  here  in  Washing 
concerned,  it  regarded  it  as  all  right,  and  that  patents  ough 
issued,  but  that  you,  as  special  agent,  were  then  in  the  field  ma 
examination,  and  if  some  reason  came  to  you  for  withhold 
same,  which  was  not  expected,  then  they  would  be  withheld? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  had  information  here  in  the  o1 
file  at  that  time  that  showed  them  the  unlawful  character 
entry. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  question  is  not  as  to  how  they  would  in 
that.  The  question  is  now  the  notice  to  Governor  Moore 
before  recurring  to  that,  to  get  a  specific  answer,  I  will  ask 
Governor  Moore  was  not  one  of  the  Cunningham  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  their  money  had  already  been  paid? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Some  months — the  last  one  had  been  pai 
time  before  this? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  The  record  will  give  the  best  dates.  My  recollection 
is  that  the  payment  was  made  in  October,  1907. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  This  is  January. 

Mr.  Glavis.  About  three  months  before — two  or  three  months 
before. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Without  regard  to  that,  whether  it  was  two  months 
or  three  months  or  five  months,  it  had  been  paid  some  time  before. 

Mr.  Glavis.  All  the  money  had  been  paid  on  all  the  claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  did  not  this  letter  show  that  Governor  Moore 
had  come  down  to  the  office  and  wanted  his  patents,  and  that,  so  far 
as  the  hearings  were  concerned,  he  could  not  get  tnem  unless  some 
report  came  from  your  department? 

Air.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  which  he  says  is  not  expected. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  was  not  expected? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

.Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  thereupon  when  they  were  clear  listed  the 
department  was  directed  to  notify  you  that  they  were  clear  listed,  to 
the  end — was  that  not — that  if  you  did  know  anything  you  could 
report  it. 

Air.  Glavis.  No;  as  to  the  order  clear  listing,  they  knew  that  I 
had  all  the  reports  and  all  the  papers  that  they  had,  and  when  they 
clear  listed  on  the  facts  that  they  had  and  the  copies  which  were 
before  me,  they  had  all  the  information  that  I  had,  because  I  could 
not  make  very  much  of  an  investigation  in  a  day — one  day  after  my 
arrival  from  Washington,  D.  C.  I  arrived  December  24,  and  the  25th 
was  Christmas,  and  Monday,  the  date  on  which  they  took  action,  was 
the  first  dey  that  I  would  have  to  do  work  on  the  Cunningham  cases, 
and  they  knew  that  I  could  not  have  secured  any  further  additional 
evidence  than  that  which  I  had  already  given  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  said  it  reached  you  about  the  7th,  and  it 
would  take  about  three  months  or  more  for  the  whole  thing  to  go 
through. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  we  took  the  action  December  26,  clear  listing. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  it  was  action  that  was  revocable  at  any  time 
and  was  not,  according  to  your  showing,  liable  to  be  effective  for 
months.  The  papers  did  not  go  out  or  the  office — the  order  clear 
listing — did  they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  the  papers  remained  in  the  office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  could  they  not  be  recalled  at  any  time  before 
the  patent  issued  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  you  said  took  from  three  months  to  a 
year  or  two? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  they  did  not  write  you  on  the  26th  anything 
to  that  effect,  but  wrote  you  on  the  7th  of  January. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  although  you  had  been  away  from  your  office, 
or  for  some  reason  did  not  reply  promptly,  nevertheless  you  did  get 
it  in  time  to  send  back  word  and  telegraph  that  these  things  ought 
not  to  be  clear  listed. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  they  did  not  expect  me  to  proceed,  as 
soon  as  I  got  back,  with  the  investigation  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Why  did  they  notify  you? 
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Mr  (ii.AVis.  Why,  it  is  the  practice  in  all  land  entries  when 
is  taken  clear  listing  them  in  eases  we  have  for  investigatior 
field  where  we  make  favorable  reports  on  such  cases,  when  tl 
mission? r  of  the  General  Land  Office  acts  on  such  action  tak 
notify  us  of  the  action  taken, 

Mr,  Vertrees.  They  do  not  issue  a  special  order — that 
usage — there  is  not  a  special  order,  is  there  ?     Is  not  that  exce] 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  notify! 

Mr   Vertrees,  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  it  is.     It  is  the  practice  to  per 
clerk  to  act  on  the  report  upon  which  they  pass  their  order 
listing,  and  he  notifies  us  in  the  regular  course  of  business. 

Mr*  Vertrees.  It  is  the  usage,  in  every  office,  I  suppose, 
clerk  to  give  the  notice? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Vertrees,  But  here  in  this  case  we  have  a  special  orde 
you  say  now,  as  1  understand  you,  is  unusual — a  special  o 
notify  you — a  man  specially  sent  off  on  the  investigation  c 
Alaska  claims,  and  sent  for  that  business — that  was  your 
business,  was  it  not  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  they  not  tell  you  to  go  and  investigat 
Alaska  claims? 

Mr,  Glayls.  Yes,  sir;  I  also  had  about  1,500 or  2,000  other* 
investigate  at  that  time- 
Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  were  given  special  instructions  wit 
ence  to  these,  were  you  not  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  any  more  special  than  any  other. 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Do  these  relate  to  any  others  than  the  ore 
was  read  here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir,  but  there  were  hundreds  of  letters 
by  the  commissioner  giving  me  the  same  directions  to  inv< 
other  entries. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  do  not  mean  that  vou  had  exclusive  ord< 
you  were  ordered  exclusively  to  consider  this  matter  that  y< 
specially  directed  to  consider,  these  Alaska  claims,  and  were  off 
business,  is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  specially  directed  or  directed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And   an  exceptional   order — an  unusual 
was  done  in  the  office  making  an  order  to  you  with  respect 
clear  listing  of  the  Cunningham  claims.     You  admit  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  whole  transaction  was  out  of  tl 
nary. 

Mr.  Vertrees,  What  was  there  about  it  that  was  out  of  tl 
nary? 

Mr  Glavis*  Because,  as  a  general  rule,  a  clerk  in  the  Land  ( 
Division  P  acta  upon  the  reports  of  the  special  agents  an 
action  that  they  deem  proper  by  writing  up  a  letter  to  the  Chic 
Field  Division  telling  him,  if  it  is  a  clear  listing  of  the  cases,  t 
cases  are  clear  listed,  and  also  sending  the  papers  to  another 
to  be  acted  on  with  a  view  to  there  patenting,  and 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Were  you 

Mr.  Brandeis,  Won't  you  please  not  interrupt  him? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  ought  not  to  interrupt  himr  but  I  get  so 
Kis  stating  things  that  I  do  not  ask  him  aoout. 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  he  did  answer  your  question. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  started  to  say  that  it  was  all  exceptional,  and 
he  has  not  said  anything  yet  showing  that  it  was. 

Senator  Root.  I  think  that  you  had  better  go  on  with  the  exami- 
nation and  avoid  these  discussions  between  counsel. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Very  well.  Now,  did  I  understand  you  to  say  to 
the  committee  that  the  course  of  business  is  for  the  clerks  to  clear  list? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  take  the  action  on  the  agents'  reports 
and  write  the  letter  for  the  signature  of  the  commissioner  or  the  chief 
of  the  division,  just  as  the  case  may  be. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  here  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at. 
Does  the  chief,  as  a  rule,  make  the  order  of  clear  listing,  or  is  it  made 
by  subordinates  of  an  ordinary  character,  such  as  you  have  called 
"clerks?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  The  ordinary  practice  is  for  the  clerk  to 
take  that  action  and  prepare  the  order  clear  listing  them  for  the  signa- 
ture of  his  chief  of  the  division. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  was  not  the  clear-listing  order  made  by  the 
chief  himself,  Mr.  Schwartz? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  not  by  a  clerk  at  all? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  there  was  that  unusual  precaution 
taken,  was  there  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  unusual  action — I  do  not  know  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  was  a  precaution. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  you  have  acquitted  Mr.  Schwartz,  have  you 
not,  of  any  intentional  wrongdoing? 

Mr.  Glavis."  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  mean  by  that  to  draw  the  distinction  that 
it  might  not  be  a  precaution? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  mean  to  have  this  understood,  that  I  believe 
Mr.  Schwartz  was  acting  under  the  direct  instructions  of  Secretary 
Ballinger  in  the  action  that  he  took  in  this  regard. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  your  belief? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  believing  that,  notwithstanding  the  certifi- 
cate of  good  character  you  have  given  Mr.  Schwartz  heretofore,  you 
say  that  this  was  of  such  a  character  that  you  could  not  call  it  a  pre- 
caution, but  merely  action.     Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  as  far  as  precaution  is  concerned,  I  mean  in 
the  sense  of  precaution,  the  protecting  of  the  Government's  interest. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  not  Mr.  Schwartz  himself  make  the  order, 
which  was  unusual?    You  say  the  clerks  usually  do  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  did  not  Mr.  Schwartz  go  further  and  not  rely 
upon  the  usage  of  the  office  about  copies,  ana  make  a  specific  order 
directing  you  to  be  notified  of  the  fact? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  were  you  not  notified  of  the  fact? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  did  you  not  reply  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
clear  listed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  order  was  recalled  immediately? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  has  stood  that  way  to  this  day,  as  far 
know? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  far  as  I  know;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  recurring  to  the  letter  of  Clarence  CH 
ham,  written  to  the  agent  at  Juneau 

Mr.  Glavis.  Written  to  the  register  and  receiver. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  To  the  register  and  receiver,  stating  that  G< 
Moore  had  been  here  and  had  been  assured  by  the  departme 
these  patents  would  issue  on  the  arrival  of  the  plats  unles 
reason  for  withholding  the  same  should  be  advanced  by  y< 
that  they  did  not  expect  you  to  advance  any? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  go  to  Mr.  Love's  report,  please. 

Mr.  Graham.  Before  you  leave  that,  Mr.  Glavis,  had  yoi 
any  report  or  representation  to  the  office  up  to  that  time 
might  lead  them  to  believe  that  they  need  not  expect  to  recei 
adverse  report  from  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  know  why  that  language  is  inte 
here  "  which  is  not  expected" — meaning  that  an  adverse  repoi 
you  is  not  expected  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  stated,  I  think,  that  it  was  because  Gk 
Moore  did  not  think  that  I  would  protest  against  the  actios 
by  the  commissioner. 

Mr.  Graham.  Had  you  stated  anything  to  him,  or  anythii 
you  recall,  which  might  lead  them  to  believe  that  you  woi 
make  an  adverse  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Is  the  letter  published  here  to  which  you  c 
reply  for  nine  days? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Well,  is  there  anything  in  it  that  required  an 
diate  reply? 

Senator  Fletcher.  It  is  on  page  7  of  the  document,  Mr.  G 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  did  not  ask  me  for  a  reply  as  to  my 

Mr.  Graham.  Is  there  anything  in  the  letter  that  required  ; 
unless  you  wanted  to  oppose  the  clear  listing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  there  is  not. 

Mr.  Graham,  And  then  it  would  have  been  a  voluntary 
your  part,  and  not  because  there  was  anything  in  this  letter  re< 
an  answer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  were  special  agent  at  that  time,  were  y< 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  not  your  duty  to  report  anything 
knew  anything  or  had  any  facts  why  the  land  should  not  d 
listed?     Was  it  not  your  cfuty  as  agent  to  make  that  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  thought  it  was,  and  that  is  why  I  made  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  precisely  what  I  am  getting  at,  a 
office  felt  that  it  was  your  duty  to,  did  it  not,  or  had  the  r 
feel  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  had  not  any  right  to  take  the  action,  1 
they  knew  all  I  knew  when  they  took  this  action. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  discussing  the  action  with  you,  but  I  am 
of  your  relations.  You  said  you  felt  it  your  duty  to  make  that  report 
because  you  were  special  agent  to  investigate.  Did  not  the  office 
expect  that  you  would  do  that  if  you  knew  anything  when  they 
sent  you  that  notice? 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  I  knew  anything  further  than  they  knew,  do  you 
mean? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  further. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  they  expected  me  to  protest  against 
the  same  information  that  they  had  taken  the  action  on. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  you  will  leave  out  the  word  "protest,"  you  will 
get  my  idea.  There  were  certain  reports  with  reference  to  the  Cun- 
ningham claims  as  early  as  June  ana  August,  were  there  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  July  and  August. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  July  and  August,  Now,  there  had  been  no  report 
since  that  time,  had  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  had  been  sent  out  in  December? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that  something  like  five  or  six  months  had 
intervened  between  your  last  report  and  your  going? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  not  a  reasonable  expectation  that  in  that 
time  something  might  be  developed  that  you  would  hear  up  that  way 
to  modify  the  report  that  they  had,  or  change  it,  or  alter  it,  Or  involve 
some  development? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir:  I  reported  everything  that  I  knew  about  the 
Alaska  coal  cases  in  December,  1907,  and  they  were  basing  their 
action  upon  the  report  of  August  2,  1907. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  your  report  was  based  upon  what  Mr.  Jones 
had  reported? 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  upon  the  information  that  I  had  secured  from 
other  sources — what  people  were  saying  and  comments  that  were 
being  made,  and  the  statements  being  made  by  the  claimants. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  vou  had  been  sent  right  back  in  the  territory 
where  you  had  gathered  information,  to  get  more  information,  had 
you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  was  that  notice  not  sent  to  you  then  to  the 
end  that  if  you  had  anything,  or  knew  anything  additional  to  what 
they  knew,  that  you  might  send  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  perhaps  that  would  probably  be  so,  but  I 
did  not  know  of  anything  additional  in  that  period,  and  they  there- 
fore did  not  expect  me,  if  I  did  not  know  anything  additional,  to  find 
fault  with  the  action  taken  upon  the  report  of  August  2,  1907. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  they  did  expect  you,  if  you  found  anything,  to 
let  them  know  it,  did  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  I  knew  anything  additional  they  would  surely 
expect  me  to  report  it;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  there  was  an  interval  of  time  in  which  you 
might  have  known  something,  was  there  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  a  very  short  space  of  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  but  it  was  an  interval,  nevertheless. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  sir;  but  not  a  sufficient  interval  to  make  a 
thorough  investigation  of  the  Cunningham  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Have  I  indicated  that  there  were?  Have  I  said 
anything  like  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recall  whether  you  did  or  not.  I  wanted  that 
to  be  understood. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  should  think  that  would  go  as  a  matter  of  course ; 
that  in  a  few  days  you  could  not  investigate  in  five,  or  six,  or  seven 
States,  from  Alaska  to  Detroit.  What  I  want  to  know  is,  do  you  not 
know,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  they  sent  you  that  notice  to  the  end  that  if 
you  did  have  anything  to  urge  why  there  should  not  be  a  clear  listing 
of  this  land  that  you  should  make  it  known? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No^sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  understand  you  were  sent  there  for? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  that  if  I  did  have  anything  to  utge.  It  was  not 
sent  for  that  purpose.  It  might  have  been  sent  for  the  purpose,  if  I 
had  anything  additional  they  would  expect  a  protest  from  me,  but 
not  that  I  had  anything  to  offer,  because  in  taking  action  upon  a 
favorable  report  of  a  special  agent  they  would  not  ask  his  advice  in 
doing  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  did  you  understand  rile  to  ask  whether  or 
not  they  wanted  your  advice  and  wanted  to  know  whether  you  would 
protest  or  not  on  the  face  of  the  record?  Did  I  ask  you  any  such 
question  as  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  you  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  think  I  did? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  understood  your  question  to  be  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then,  I  will  put  it  differently,  if  you  understood 
it  that  way.  I  did  not  ask  you  as  to  whether  they  wanted  your 
judgment  as  to  the  record  on  which  they  were  acting  or  assuming 
to  act.  I  did  not  ask  you  whether  they  wanted  to  Know  whether 
you  would  protest  or  not  on  that  record,  but  I  wanted  to  know  if, 
whether  or  not,  they  did  not  send  it  to  you  for  the  purpose  of  finding 
out  whether  you  had  any  additional  information  that  would  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  clear  listing  of  this  land. 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  probably  had  that  in  mind,  and  also  to  inform 
me  that  I  need  not  further  investigate  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Both;  that  you  need  not  further  investigate  them, 
and  also  if  you  did  know  anything  that  you  might  state  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Anything  additional  from  what  they  had  already  got? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Anything  additional. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  had  nothing  additional,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Nevertheless,  you  did  notify  them  that  you  did 

Erotest,  and  you  did  act  on  the  record  that  you  had.  and  that  they 
ad,  because  you  thought  they  ought  not  to  be  clear  listed? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  they  accepted  your  telegram  without  asking 
for  your  reasons.    Is  that  not  true  ? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Let  me  ask  a  question.  I  understood  you 
to  say  that  it  was  the  general  practice  in  the  Land  Office  whenever 
a  case  was  clear  listed,  an  application  was  clear  listed  for  patent,  to 
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notify  the  agent  who  had  been  investigating  the  case  that  the  clear 
listing  had  been  made.  That  was  the  general  practice,  as  I  under- 
stood you. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  general  practice  wTas  to  notify  the  chief  of  the  field 
division  of  that  territory. 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  is  the  chief  of  the  field  division  who 
has  had  the  case  under  investigation  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sutherland.  And  that,  I  suppose,  generally  occurs  after 
the  case  has  been  completed  by  the  field  division? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Reports  made,  yes,  sir,  by  the  special  agent. 

Senator  Sutherland.  What  is  the  purpose  of  that  notice? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  advise  us  that  they  have  acted  on  our  reports  and 
of  the  action  taken  on  our  recommendation,  so  that  then  they  can 
make  final  disposition  on  our  records  out  there  and  show  the  final 
action  taken. 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  is  the  object  of  it,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  more  to  complete  our  system  of  records 
and  make  them  correspond  with  the  action  taken  in  Washington. 

Senator  Sutherland.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Graham.  What,  if  anything,  would  it  have  to  do  with  direct- 
ing your  future  movements  as  to  abandoning  work  on  that  mattef 
and  taking  up  other  work  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Did  that  have  anything  to  do  with  it,  do  you  mean? 

Mr.  Graham.  What,  if  anything,  would  it  have  to*  do  with  that 
feature  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  usually  when  we  heard  from  the  office  clear  listing 
the  cases,  we  have  taken  the  last  action  as  far  as  the  field  examination, 
or  the  work  of  the  division  goes. 

Mr.  Graham.  One  more  question  on  this  letter,  Mr.  Glavis.  Was 
there  any  practice  or  course  of  business  between  the  Land  Office 
and  field  agents  in  such  matters  by  way  of  asking  the  chief  of  field 
division  whether  he  had  any  objection  to  urge  against  clear  listing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  I  have  received  letters  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Graham.  For  instance,  in  this  letter  it  says: 

Upon  the  above-mentioned  reports  the  entries  above  referred  to  are  clear  listed  as  to 
this  division. 

Now,  was  it  sometimes  added:  " Unless  you  have  objection  to. 
urge,"  or  something  to  that  effect? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  received  letters  of  that  character 
notifying  me  that  unless  I  knew  of  some  reason  why  the -case  should 
not  be  clear  listed  and  approved  for  patent,  that  that  action  would 
be  taken. 

Mr.  Graham.  Do  you  understand  that  there  is  any  such  suggestion 
in  this  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrebs.  Nevertheless,  Mr.  Glavis,  upon  receipt  of  notice  of 
clear  listing,  would  it  not  be  your  duty  as  sucn  agent,  if  you  had  any 
reason  to  give  why  they  ought  not  to  be  clear  listed,  to  make  it  known 
to  the  office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  felt  that  way;  yes,  sir.  That  is  the  reason  I  took 
the  action  in  this  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  not  understand  that  that  would  be  every 
agent's  duty  in  that  situation  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  I  think  it  would  be  every  agent's  duty;  i 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is,  they  understand  at  the  office  th* 
his  duty  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  do  not  know  what  the  understanding 
office  was,  but  when  they  wanted  a  report  on  the  advisab 
clear  listing  or  a  report  of  any  action,  they  asked  for  it.  Tl 
not  first  taKe  the  action  and  tnen  ask  for  it  afterwards. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  say  a  while  ago  that  they  d 
very  thing;  that  it  was  the  custom  of  the  office  when  the 
listed  to  notify  the  agent  ?    Did  you  not  make  that  statement 

Mr.  Glavis.  Clear  list  on  a  favorable  report? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  do  not  clear  list  on  anything  they 
think  is  favorable,  do  they — that  is,  they  should  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  they  should  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  To  get  back  to  what  you  said  a  while  aj 

!rou  not  say  that  it  was  the  custom  of  the  office  when  the 
isted  to  notify  the  agent? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  When  you  got  this  letter  of  January  7,  which  3 
you  got  about  the  22d  of  January,  saying  this  land  had  bee 
listed,  do  I  understand  from  the  record  here  that  you  wrote  i 
the  tenor  of  which  was  that  you  thought  this  clear-listing  acti 
been  taken  upon  reports  filed  by  Love — both  subsequent  to  . 
2,  1907 — or,  in  other  words,  a  new  report  had  come  in? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  felt  that  Love  must  have  made  two 
of  August  2,  1907.     I  had  already  received  one  in  Washing 
December — had  gotten  a  copy  of  the  August  2,  1907,  report 
cial  Agent  Love — and  I  could  not  see  now  they  could  baa 
action  on  that  report. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  thought,  then,  that  he  had  made  two 
on  the  same  date? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  thought  that  that  was  the  only  logical  con 
to  reach. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  had  only  seen  one  of  them? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  asked  then  for  a  copy  of  the  . 
2  report  in  my  report  of  January  23. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  was  trying  to  get  at.  I  t 
maybe  you  were  of  the  opinion  that  he  had  made  another 
different  from  the  one  made  in  August. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  know  it  was  that  date. 

Senator  Root.  Let  us  go  on  with  the  testimony. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now  I  will  go  to  the  Love  report,  which  is  fo 
page  451  of  the  Senate  document;  that  is,  Mr.  Love's  report, 
August  2,  1907,  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Offi< 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  says  there: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 
General  Land  Offic 
Seattle,  Washington,  August  2 

The  honorable  Commissioner  General  Land  Office, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  following  persons  have  recently, 
Clarence  Cunningham  as  agent,  entered  at  the  lana  office,  Juneau,  coal  land 
the  Kyak  recording  district  (Katalla),  Alaska. 
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And  then  he  names  a  number,  about  25  there,  I  believe — not  the 
whole  33.     Is  that  not  correct  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  say  that  thev  are  not  all  mentioned? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  1  do  not  think  they  are.  There  are  25  of  them. 
Then  he  proceeds: 

Also  an  entry  by  Cunningham  in  his  own  behalf. 

These  are  pending  in  your  office  on  application  for  patent. 

In  a  recent  conversation  with  Mr.  Cunningham,  who  is  fully  informed  on  all  matters 
past  and  all  future  plans  of  his  principals,  he  stated  that  it  had  always  been  the  hope 
of  these  several  persons  that  arrangements  might  be  effected  after  entry  for  the  joint 
working  of  the  lands,  and  that  since  entry  in  the  local  office  an  effort  had  been  made 
by  him  to  secure  the  formation  of  a  company  from  amongst  the  entrymen  for  the  pur- 
pose of  developing  and  operating  a  coal  mine  of  the  tracts  so  entered;  that  for  such 
purpose  a  meeting  of  such  entrymen  was  recently  held  at  Spokane,  and  a  committee 
appointed  for  the  promotion  of  such  an  organization  and  to  secure  the  transfer  of  the 
various  holdings  to  a  trust  company,  subject  to  the  perfection  of  such  plans;  that  such 
is  now  in  course  of  formation. 

At  different  dates,  I  have  recommended  to  the  register  and  receiver,  Juneau,  the 
allowance  of  the  applications  of  the  above  entrymen.    I  believe  the  action  of  entry- 
men  toward  the  formation  of  a  company  pending  patent,  as  above  set  out,  to  be  allow- 
able under  the  law,  but  deem  it  proper  to  lay  the  information  before  you. 
Very  respectfully, 

(Signed)  H.  K.  Love, 

Special  Agent,  G.  L.  0. 

The  foregoing  letter  contains  the  following  notation  on  back: 
H.  K.  Love,  Special  Agent,  G.  L.  O.,  Seattle,  Washington,  August  2,  1907. 
Reports  recent  action  taken  toward  formation  of  a  coal  mining  company  by  certain 
coal  land  entrymen  named,  Juneau,  Alaska. 

Now,  that  is  the  report  you  refer  to,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  does  not  Mr.  Love  there  recommend  that  this 
land  be  clear  listed,  or  rather  the  patent  be  granted? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  is  not  a  direct  recommendation.  He  says: 
"I  believe  the  action  of  entrymen  toward  the  formation  of  a  com- 

1>any  pending  patent,  as  above  set  out,  to  be  allowable  under  the 
aw,"  etc.  That  is  "believe,"  but  he  deemed  it  proper  to  lay  the 
information  before  the  commissioner. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  As  a  point  of  fact,  did  not  both  Mr.  Pierce,  the 
First  Assistant  Secretary,  and  the  Attorney-General,  Mr.  Wickersham, 
hold  that  that  very  proposition  is  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  under  the  act  under  which  they  were  acting  in 
applying  for  patent. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  there  anything  forbidding  it  to  entrymen? 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  the  report  here  says  this:  That  it  had  always  been 
the  hope  of  the  several  persons  that  arrangements  might  be  effected 
after  entries  for  the  general  working  of  the  land,  and  that  since  entry 
thev  had  made  an  effort  toward  the  formation  of  a  company.  WeU, 
Judge  Hanford,  in  the  decision  of  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke 
Company  case  held  that  such  an  understanding  was  unlawful,  and  I 
had  furnished  Judge  Ballinger  with  a  copy  of  that  opinion. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  lie  held  that  where  there  has  been  an  agreement 
or  understanding  beforehand 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  statement  implies,  I  think,  the  same  thing,  that 
it  has  always  been  their  hope — it  is  a  suggestion,  I  would  say;  it  is 
that  mere  fact.  You  could  not  cancel  the  entries  on  that  fact  that 
they  had  carried  out  their  hope  of  the  formation  of  a  company,  and 
the  probabilities  were  that  they  had  a  tacit  understanding  besides 
the  mere  hope  that  they  would  form  the  company. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  if  they  had  more  than 
had  an  understanding^  then  it  would  be  illegal,  and,  therefor 
accomplished  something  eventually,  that  therefore  they  ha< 
agreed  to  do  that  thing.    That  is  it,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and,  furthermore,  the  situation  \x 
there  were  33  claimants  and  all  represented  by  one  ageni 
the  claims  contiguous,  and  they  always  entertained  the  sa 
that  you  did  to  do  this  as  soon  as  they  got  entry,  and  as  soo 
got  entry  they  took  action  to  carry  out  that  hope. 

Mr.  Graham.  As  I  understand  you,  you  contend  that  this 
is  sufficient  to  allow  suspicion  to  justify  further  investigatio 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Denby.  Mr.  Glavis,  in  case  entries  are  canceled,  what 
of  the  money  that  has  been  paid  for  the  cash  certificate  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  it  is  canceled  for  fraud  they  do  not 
money.     The  money  is  forfeited,  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Denby.  It  is  forfeited  to  the  Government? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  my  understanding  of  it. 
sure  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Denby.  They  cancel  it  for  fraud,  do  they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  sometimes  cancel  where  there  are 
claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  have  they  not  got  it  down  to  this, 
is  fraud  in  the  land  laws  of  the  Government  if  there  are  se\ 
sons  that  locate  or  start  out  to  locate.     If  they  agree  bei 
start  to  locate  that  they  will  associate,  that  that  is  a  frau< 
they  go  and  locate  on  the  way  back,  that  that  is  not  a  frau< 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  depends  on  what  law  vou  refer  to. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  mean  these  Alaska  land  laws. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  act  under  which  the  Cunningham  claim 
made  proof,  it  would  be  unlawful  prior  to  the  making  of  the 

Mr.  vertrees.  Yes;  prior  to  the  making  of  the  entry.  { 
the  act  of  1908,  it  is  prior  to  the  initiation  of  the  entry. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Prior  to  the  initiation  of  the  entry;  yes,  i 
this  is  prior — some  time  before  they  make  the  entry. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  is  what  they  call  fraud,  that  as 
of  two  or  more;  that  is  the  kind  of  fraud  that  forfeits  the 
and  your  interpretation  of  this  was  that  if  several  men,  \ 
knowledge  generally;  make  the  agreement  and  hope  at  somi 
do  it,  that  that  of  itself  was  sufficient  to  show  that  then 
agreement  to  make  this  fraudulent  combination,  and  forfeit 
money  and  property? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  sufficient  to  do  that,  but  it  jus 
presumption  and  suggests  the  advisability  of  investigatin 
whether  or  not  they  had  gone  that  step  farther  which  would 
a  conspiracy  to  secure  more  land  than  an  association  is  allow 
the  coal-land  laws. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  it  not  true  that  if  they  had,  then  it 
spiracy — it  is  an  agreement  between  two  or  more  who  have 
money  in  it;  they  have  combined  on  the  land  itself  merel; 
was  a  violation  of  law.  The  government  has  not  been  defr 
any  way,  assuming^  of  course,  that  the  limit  has  not  been  c 
2,560  acres,  but  it  is  a  violation  of  the  law,  and  in  that  ser 
fraud.     Is  that  not  the  situation? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No  sir,  not  quite;  the  limit  in  this  case,  in  the  first 
instance,  was  5,200  acres.  That  is  nearly  twice  that  amount,  and 
the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  had  not  been  passed  when  this  report  was 
submitted,  or  when  it  was  considered  by  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office.     They  had  only  the  act  of  1904. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  We  will  get  along  then.  It  is  true  then,  is  it  not, 
that  Mr.  Love's  information  was  that  it  was  all  right  and  still  he 
thought  it  proper  to  submit  it  to  the  department? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  believed  that  such  a  state  of  facts  should 
be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  commissioner. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Does  he  not  say: 

At  different  dates  I  have  recommended  to  the  register  and  receiver  at  Juneau  the 
allowance  of  the  applications  of  the  above  en  try  men. 

Does  he  not  say  that?  Does  he  not  say,  "I  believe  the  action  of 
entrymen  toward  the  formation  of  a  company  pending  patents  as 
above  set  out  to  be  allowable  under  the  law,  but  deem  it  proper  to 
lay  the  information  before  you?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  it  is  also  shown  by  this  report  that  it  was 
in  a  recent  conversation  that  he  had  learned  this  from  Mr.  Cunning- 
ham, which  would  indicate  that  it  was  subsequent  to  his  making  his 
favorable  report  to  the  register  and  receiver  at  Juneau. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  he  is  making  this  report  now  to  the  General 
Land  Office.  It  was  prior,  that  report,  was  it  not?  How  could  he 
report  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  do  not  doubt  that  facts  show  that  it  was  prior 
to  this  report,  but  this  conversation  with  Mr.  Cunningham  was  sub- 
sequent to  his  report  to  the  receiver  at  Juneau. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  We  are  not  dealing  with  the  Juneau  report;  we 
are  dealing  with  this  one  now. 

Air.  Glavis.  I  thought  you  were  dealing  with  what  he  recom- 
mended and  what  he  believed  to  be  necessary. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Reiterating  his  recommendations  and  telling  the 
land  office  here,  is  he  not,  that  he  thinks  they  ought  to  be  patented. 
You  understand  that,  without  regard  to  the  Juneau  report  or  the  con- 
versation, do  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  states  that  such  a  state  of  facts,  I  believe, 
is  not  a  violation  of  the  law. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  the  next  we  have  is  Mr.  Jones's  report 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  want  to  correct  that.  This  last  paragraph  says: 
"I  believe  the  action  of  the  entrymen  toward  the  formation  ot  a  com- 
panv  pending  patents,  as  above  set  out." 

Mr.  Vertrees.  "As  above  set  out."     That  was  the  action  set  out? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  He  leaves  it  out  there,  but  I  guess  he  means 
the  action  before  the  action  taken  to  form  a  company. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Are  you  denying  that  Mr.  Love  does  recommend 
there  that  the  land  be  passed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  but  I  do  state  that  this  report  from  my  ex- 

Eerience  as  Chief  of  the  Field  Division,  in  passing  on  a  report,  can  not 
e  considered  a  favorable  report  in  our  sense  of  what  is  a  favorable 
report. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  your  judgment  only? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir:  from  my  experience  in  passing  on  claims. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  But  Mr.  Love  regarded  it  as  one,  made  it  as  one, 
and  it  went  to  the  office  and  it  was  clear  listed  there  by  Mr.  Schwartz. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Whether  Mr.  Love  considered  that  this  was 
able  report,  I  could  not  say,  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  let  us  get  to  the  report  of  August  ' 
by  Mr.  Jones,  which  is  on  page  491  of  Senate  Document  241 
reDort  was  here  too,  was  it  not,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Air.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  that  report  is  made  by  Mr.  H.  Tilla 
at  Seattle  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  on  page  452  it  says: 

Since  beginning  the  investigation  we  have  taken  about  twenty-five 
from  the  different  persons  representing  the  aforesaid  "groups/'  and  the 
ments  are  hereto  attached  and  made  a  part  of  this  report  and  will  be  e 
herein  by  numbers  of  "exhibits"  referring  to  said  groups: 

Then  he  sets  out  a  number  of  groups,  from  one  of  which  j 
the  C.  Cunningham  group.    That  is  correct,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  opposite  that  group  he  has  ''See  Exl 
21."     Exhibit  No.  21  is  found  at  page  281  of  the  same  book 

Mr.  Glavis.  Two  hundred  and  eignty-onet 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir.  But  lower  down,  now,  in  the  sam 
on  page  452,  he  makes  this  statement: 

Ignatius  Mullen,  son  of  the  receiver  of  the  United  States  land  office  t 
Alaska,  was  located  on  a  coal  claim  in  Alaska  by  Clarence  Cunningham 
senior,  states  that  he  has  put  about  thirty-six  hundred  dollars  into  his  son's 
I  think  he  claims  that  this  money  is  by  way  of  a  loan  to  said  son.  A  statem< 
taken  from  the  son  when  he  can  be  found  and  one  from  Mullen,  senior,  when 
Love,  special  agent,  returns  to  Juneau,  which  will  establish  the  good  or  b 
this  coal  land  filing  of  Ignatius  Mullen. 

Now,  go,  if  you  please,  to  281,  and  see  the  exhibits  thei 
Cunningham  claims.     I  wish  to  read  them  [reads]: 

Exhibit  10. 

[Exhibit  No.  21  of  Jones  report.] 

State  of  Washington, 

City  and  County  of  Spokane,  ss: 

Fred  H.  Mason,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  of  lawful  age,  whose  resi 
post-office  address  is  No.  214  Eighth  avenue,  Spokane,  Wash.,  being  di 
hereby  on  oath  deposes: 

I  am  the  identical  Fred  H.  Mason  who  on  July  4,  1904,  filed  notice  of  1< 
coal  claim  "  Adrian  "  in  the  Alaska  district.  On  February  21, 1906, 1  filed  d 
statement  No.  185  for  said  land,  and  on  April  11,  1907,  I  made  entry  No. 
same,  all  through  my  agent,  Clarence  Cunningham. 

We — that  is,  the  group  of  Spokane  and  other  parties  who  filed  through  Cu 
as  agent — have  each  put  in  $2,000  or  $3,000  in  developing  said  coal  lands  and 
the  government  price  for  the  same. 

We  have  not  sold  or  agreed  to  sell  our  claims.  Each  member  or  individ 
party  that  filed  is  well  able,  financially,  to  pay  for  his  land.  I  do  not  thin] 
single  individual  would  agree  to  sell  his  claim. 

We  have  often  talked  of  what  we  were  going  to  do  with  our  claims,  both  1 
after  making  entry.  The  popular  idea  with  us  is  that  after  we  get  our  title 
Government  we  will  make  an  effort  to  get  a  railroad  to  our  lands,  so  as  to  » 
out  for  shipment.  We  thought  that  if  it  were  perfectly  legal  we  would  fo 
i  ny  and  issue  stock  for  the  securing  of  bonds  for  the  building  of  a  road  to 
but  we  don't  want  to  do  anything  that  is  not  regular.  Or  we  thought  if  we 
somebody  to  take  a  part  of  the  stock  and  put  a  railroad  in  we  might  do  thai 

We  realize  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  any  individual  claimant  to  put 
to  secure  transportation. 
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A  large  portion  of  the  money  invested  in  this  land  has  been  used  in  developing  the 
claims. 

Mr.  Cunningham,  as  I  understand  it,  wrote  the  Interior  Department,  asking  if 
instead  of  doing  a  small  amount  of  development  work  on  each  one  of  the  33  claims 
located  by  him,  could  he  use  the  lump  sum  to  develop  certain  ones  of  the  claim, 
and  I  understand  that  he  received  a  favorable  reply  to  his  letter  and  has  gone  ahead 
along  these  lines. 

There  have  been  several  parties  who  have  approached  Mr.  Cunningham  with  a 
view^  to  investing  money  in  a  railroad  to  develop  and  transport  the  coal  from  our 
claims,  and,  if  the  titles  are  found  to  be  good,  a  deal  with  an  eastern  representative 
of  the  American  Smelting  and  Refining  Company,  which  is  the  Guggenheim  outfit, 
may  be  closed  with  us. 

I  am  glad  the  department  has  sent  its  representative  here  to  look  into  this  matter, 
because  we  want  to  do  the  right  thing  in  tne  matter.  We  would  like  to  get  a  ruling 
on  the  matter,  as  to  whether  or  not  we  can  do  what  we  want  to  do  in  connection  with 
this  coal  land,  and,  of  course,  if  we  can't  combine  and  interest  others  in  our  proposi- 
tion we  want  to  know  it  so  as  to  be  able  to  go  ahead  and  handle  our  claims  individually. 

(Signed)  Fred  H.  Mason, 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  at  Spokane,  Wash.,  this  5th  day  of  August,  1907. 

(Signed)  Horace  Tillard  Jones, 

Special  Agent  General  Land  Office. 

And  below  that  is  another  affidavit  of  Mr.  A.  B.  Campbell,  in  which 
he  says: 

A.  B.  Campbell,  being  duly  sworn,  hereby  on  oath  deposes: 

I  have  read  the  above  statement  of  Fred  H.  Mason  with  respect  to  his  coal  claim 
in  Alaska,  and  I  hereby  state  that  the  same  circumstances  apply  to  my  own  coal 
claim,  being  entry  No.  13  for  the  "Collier"  coal  claim. 

(Signed)  A.  B.  Campbell. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  at  Spokane,  Wash.,  this  5th  day  of  August,  1907. 

(Signed)  Horace  Tillard  Jones. 

Special  Agent,  General  Land  Office, 

Now,  isn't  it  a  fact  that  a  few  days  before  that,  that  report  being 
dated  August  10,  that  on  July  23 — I  here  refer  to  page  450  of  the 
Senate  document— that  Mr.  Ballinger  was  at  Seattle  and  had  a  con- 
versation with  this  agent  Jones,  in  which  he  was  informed  of  that 
which  was  reported  on  page  453  of  that  report  as  to  Ignatius  Mullin, 
son  of  the  receiver,  ana  that  thereupon  Mr.  Ballinger,  under  date  of 
July  23,  1907,  wired  Mr.  Dennett,  acting  commissioner  at  Washing- 
ton, as  follows: 

Suspend  action  coal  application  Ignatius  Mullin.  Declaratory  statement  180  await- 
ing special  agent's  letter. 

(Signed)  R.  A.  Ballinger. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  answer  to  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  telegram  I  have  no  reason  to  believe 
was  not  sent,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact,  as  it  appears  from  the  com- 
missioner's letter  of  June  21,  1907,  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases  were 
suspended  awaitingthis  report. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  isxrt  the  point  I  am  on.  There  had  been  a 
general  letter  of  suspension.  The  essential  thing  I  want  your  mind 
directed  to  and  that  I  want  you  to  speak  about,  Mr.  Glavis,  as  to 
whether  it  is  correct  or  not  is  this:  That  there  is  that  report  in  which 
the  Cunningham  group  is  mentioned  with  favorable  affidavits — those 
on  page  281,  which  1  have  read,  and  the  only  exception  that  the 
report  takes  to  the  Cunningham  group  is  that  which  relates  to  one  of 
the  group,  Ignatius  Mullin — is  not  that  true? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  you  presume  that  this  is  a  favorable  r< 
could  not  myself  make  that  statement — that  that  is  a  favor 
davit  on  page  281 — until  the  entire  investigation  of  these  cli 
made;  I  can  not  consider  a  favorable  report  or  a  favorable  i 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  the  question  of  whether  w 
report  says  is  true  or  not. 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  have  stated  it  was  a  favorable  affidavit. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Isn't  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  couldn't  answer  that  question  when 
that  way,  because  I  don't  quite  consider  it  a  favorable  affidi 

Mr.  vertrees.  You  then  think  that  affidavit  was  not  fa 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  not  directly  unfavorable,  but  until  all  tl 
were  investigated,  all  the  entries  were  investigated  in  that  j 
could  not  be  taken  as  conclusive  proof  of  their  good  faith. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  surely  understood  my  question,  bi 
state  it  again,  and  I  will  ask  you  to  please  answer  that.  I  wil 
it  with  a  prelude.  I  did  not  ask  you  as  to  what  the  result  wo 
a  full,  thorough,  and  complete  investigation;  whether  or  n 
you  looked  into  it  it  might  not  show  that  there  is  no  truth  in 
clavit;  that  is  not  what  I  am  on.  I  am  on  the  nature  and 
these  affidavits  that  accompanied  that  report,  and  if  they  v 
so  far  as  it  appeared  on  the  face  6f  that  paper  as  to  the  dun] 
group,  favorable,  with  the  exception  of  tne  Ignatius  Mullin  cl 
that  he  was  specially  singled  out,  being  one  of  that  group 
t  hat  there  was  a  question  about  ? 

The  Chairman.  Now,  try  and  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  think  I  would  like  to  explain.  ' 
davit  on  page  281,  of  Fred  H.  Mason,  I  don't  think  is  a  f j 
affidavit.  It  shows  that  they  had  each  expended  the  same 
of  money  in  the  development  of  these  coal  lands,  which  w* 
sented  by  one  agent,  and  the  claims  were  all  contiguous 
shows  that  they  had  this  idea  of  forming  a  company  when  th 
get  their  titles;  and  it  further  shows  that  they  had  in  contei 
carrying  out  that  idea,  and  that  they  had  also  been  develop 
one  claim. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  at  the   bottom  of  page  452,  does 
appear  [reading] : 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  majority  of  the  statements  taken  in  this  matt 
indicate  that  the  lands,  which  are  the  subject  of  this  investigation,  appe 
been  taken  under,  to  say  the  least,  a  misapprehension  of  the  rights  of  tne 
combine  and  locate  together  under  one  financial  arrangement,  it  is  respec 

n  mended  that  a  strict  investigation  be  further  made  of  each  and  ever 
connection  with  other  locators  in  the  groups  above  mentioned  • 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

This  is  particularly  necessary  in  the  matter  of  the  locations  made  by  Cl 
Simmonds,  Dough  ten,  Stracey,  and  Chezum. 

Now,  the  affidavits  with  reference  to  them,  as  well  as  a  ni 
others,  all  show  what  he  said  a  majority  show,  do  they  not! 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  don't  recall  them,  but  lhave  no  doubt  thej 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  don't  remember  that?  They  are  in  1 
and  they  will  show  for  themselves,  so  you  need  not  bother  ab< 

Now,  going  to  page  453  of  the  Senate  document,  Mr.  Jon 
a  second  report,  August  13,  1907,  in  which  he  says: 
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Sir 
Alaska, 
cant,  for 
Alaska 

And  there  follows  on  pages  453  to  459  and  461,  inclusive,  a  list,  to 
which  he  adds: 

In  addition  to  the  list  of  applicants  sent  me  by  your  office,  June  21,  1907,  letter 
11 P"  HHS.  38321,  I  have  added  about  120  names  that  I  found  of  record  at  Juneau, 


That  is  to  say,  he  merely  sends  now  for  use  here  a  completed  list 
of  everybody  that  had  entered  lands  in  Alaska.  Isn't  that  what  that 
means  that  far? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  It  means  further  than  that;  that  the  com- 
pleted list  is  sent,  as  Mr.  Jones  states  in  his  opening  paragraph,  for 
the  further  investigation  of  the  frauds  in  coal  lands  in  Alaska. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Yes.     That  is  the  purpose  for  which  he  sends  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Now,  he  adds: 

From  the  talk  of  different  attorneys  and  individuals  interested  in  the  Alaska  coal 
lands  I  feel  that  the  disposal  of  the  lands  all  tends  toward  one  direction,  and  that  is 
the  Guggenheim  companies. 

Then  he  states  what  the  papers  have  said,  and  then  he  gives  a  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Green  as  to  the  Doughten  claim  and  wnat  Dough- 
ten  was  going  to  do,  and  about  the  sale  of  his  lands,  and  thereafter 
he  again  recommends  that  these  entries  be  carefully  investigated  by 
an  experienced  and  fearless  agent  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Now,  does  he  not  refer  there  to  those  that  he 
specifically  mentioned  under  the  head  of  what  he  calls  "finis"  there, 
and  not  to  the  entire  list  of  everybody  that  has  entered? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  would  like  to  explain  why  I  don't  believe 
he  does. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  No;  you  have  answered  my  question. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  a  right  to  explain  my  reasons  for  reaching  that 
conclusion. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  All  right,  if  you  think  it  needs  explanation. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  he  states  he  transmits  tnis  list  for  the 
further  investigation  of  the  frauds  in  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  and  in  the 
second  paragraph  he  states  "from  the  talk  of  different  attorneys  and 
individuals  mterested  in  Alaska  coal  lands  I  feel  that  the  disposal 
of  the  lands  all  tends  toward  one  direction,  and  that  is  the  Guggen- 
heim companies."  It  will  be  seen  on  page  281  that.  Mr.  Jones  might 
well  have  had  in  mind  the  Cunningham  claims,  because  in  the  affi- 
davit of  Fred  H.  Mason,  Mr.  Mason  states  that  they  had  been  ap- 
proached by  representatives  of  the  Guggenheim  outfit. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  I  wish  now  to  offer  a  copy  of  a  report  which  is  not 
found  in  any  of  the  printed  documents,  which  is  the  report  of  Mr. 
Love,  a  special  agent,  dated  at  Juneau,  Alaska,  November  12,  1907, 
reporting  on  the  Ignatius  Mullin  claim,  in  which  he  says: 

I  have  the  honor  to  request  reference  to  my  letter  of  July  24,  1907,  requesting  with- 
holding of  patent  in  coal  cash  entry  No.  5,  Ignatius  Mullen,  to  await  further  inquiry 
into  what  connection  Mr.  P.  M.  Mullen,  receiver  of  the  United  States  land  office  at 
Juneau  and  father  of  entryman,  might  have  with  the  matter. 

You  will  recall  that  this  letter  was  written  by  your  direction,  while  in  Seattle  last 
summer,  and  was  based,  1  believe,  upon  the  statement  made  to  you  by  Mr.  Jones  to 
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effect  that  Mr.  Mullen  had  recently  stated  to  him  that  he  had  $3,600  (dec 
claim  of  his  son.    This  is  my  remembrance  of  Mr.  Jones's  statement,  as  I  h 

Inclosed  please  find  the  sworn  statements  of  Receiver  Mullen  and  o 
Ignatius  Mullen. 

I  have  known  the  claimant  for  two  and  a  half  years,  and  know  that  he  is  a ; 
of  very  steady  and  industrious  habits,  believed  in  by  his  employers,  and  t 
been  during  my  acquaintance  holding  positions  with  good  compensation,  i 
understood  that  he  saved  a  very  considerable  part  of  his  earnings.  I  have 
some  time  that  for  several  years  he  has  owned  a  tract  of  Nebraska  land  fi 
some  $300  yearly  rental  is  received.  A  year  or  more  ago  his  hither  told  m< 
ceipt  from  nim  of  $500  for  safe-keeping  and  disbursement  on  account  of  his  < 

In  time  past,  Mr.  Mullen,  sr.,  has  often  spoken  to  me  of  this  claim,  and  it 
These  talks  gave  me  the  general  impression  that  he  was  aiding  his  son  with 
time  to  time,  as  well  as  acting  as  agent  in  paying  out  money  on  its  account, 
was  then  at  a  most  inaccessible  point  on  Cook  Inlet,  working  for  the  Alas 
Railway.  But  nuch  an  impression  should  not  be  considered  against  the  s\ 
ment  of  both,  the  veracity  of  whom  is  unquestioned. 

Unless  Mr.  Jones  is  very  sure  that  he  heard  correctly,  I  would  think  tha 
Mullen  said  was  to  effect' that  the  son  had  the  sum  stated  tied  up,  or  Mr.  . 
have  so  stated  it,  and  I  have  misunderstood  him.  A  reason  for  such  belief 
tainty  that  the  son  did  have  a  considerable  sum  in  it,  and  the  whole  investrx 
not  exceed  $3,600. 

I  have  heretofore  recommended  allowance  of  patent  in  this  case.  I  was  t 
the  impression  that  the  father  had  helped  the  son  with  advances;  but  firmly 
that  the  tract  was  the  sole  property  of  claimant,  in  perfect  good  faith,  I  beli 
allowable.  Nor  did  I  consider  the  son  a  member  of  Receiver  Mullen's  fan 
sense  prohibiting  one  such  from  exercising  rights  to  public  lands,  as  he  had 
time  prior  to  its  initiation  been  making  his  own  living  apart  from  father  ai 
Your  verbal  criticism  that  my  report  should  have  shown  the  fact  of  relatioi 
however,  perfectly  fair. 

In  view  of  the  showing  made  by  inclosed  affidavits  and  statements  here 
again  respectfully  recommend  issuance  of  patent. 

Very  respectfully,  H.  K.  Lo 

Special  Agent,  ( 

Mr.  Brandeis.  May  I  ask  whether  that  is  a  copy  from  the 
Land  Office? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  purports  to  be. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Does  tnat  copy  show  the  date  when  the  re] 
filed  in  the  General  Land  Office  i 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  but  it  shall  show  that,  if  you  wish  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  would  like  to  have  it  shown.  I  would 
have  the  time  of  filing  appear  on  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Finney  that  a  copj 
was  filed  February  8  with  the  committee. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  want  the  date  when  the  original  report  \ 
in  the  land  office;  that  is  what  I  want,  Mr.  Finney. 

Mr.  Finney.  I  will  get  that  for  you. 

The  Chairman.  That  will  be  supplied,  and  the  paper  will 
into  the  record. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  call  your  attention  now  to  the  report 

The  Chairman.  This,  I  understand,  is  one  of  the  papers  ci 
by  one  side  or  the  other? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  entirely  agreeable  to  us  to  have  it  i 
only  wanted  it  to  appear  with  the  date  of  its  original  receip 
land  office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir;  that  shall  be  done.  It  is  not  on  i 
I  think. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well,  let  it  be  filed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  now  call  your  attention  to  the  letter 
H.  K.  Love,  special  agent,  to  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  dated  Febn 
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1908,  found  at  page  9  of  the  Senate  document,  written  from  Juneau, 
Alaska,  February  17,  1908: 

Mr.  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Sib:  Replying  to  yours  of  January  31  ultimo,  R.  E. — 

I  suppose  that  means  a  small  re,  in  re 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  the  original  shows  that. 
Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

R.  E.  reports  to  G.  L.  O.  in  the  various  coal  locations  comprising  what  is  commonly 
known  as  the  "Cunningham  group,"  and  calling  for  copy  of  report  therein,  would  say 
that  applications  for  entry  of  these  locations  were  made  at  different  dates,  and  that 
officially  each  claim  is  distinct  or  was  so  considered  by  me.  Therefore,  there  is  not 
any  single  report  as  you  require,  but  a  letter  to  the  R.  and  R.  at  Juneau,  in  each  case, 
including  an  affidavit  I  secured  from  each  applicant,  and7  with  statement  that,  con- 
sidering the  fact  set  forth  in  such  affidavit  and  other  information  had,  I  recommend 
entry. 

(1  believe  the  instructions  do  not  provide  that  an  agent  should  " recommend/ * 
and  it  is  not  my  custom  now.) 

Now  that  last  paragraph  is  in  brackets,  Mr.  Glavis,  and  it  appears 
in  what  you  sent  to  the  President.  Is  that  in  the  original  or  a  remark 
of  your  own?     Do  you  remember  about  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  Anything  I  quoted  to  the  President  was  a 
complete  copy.     I  didn't  try  to  insert  anything. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  did  not  mean  that  you  had  done  it  purposely,  sir. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  think  it  is  in  the  original.  I  am  quite  sure 
it  is,  in  fact. 

Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

The  further  information  consisted  of  many  interviews  with  Cunningham  and  various 
other  persons  in  and  about  Katalla,  from  a  consensus  of  which  a  fairly  reliable  opinion 
of  the  real  status  could  be  determined,  although  the  individual  interviews  and  state- 
ments could  not  well  be  recorded.  A  principal  one  was  that  with  the  father  of  Fred 
G.  Davison  the  first  day  I  was  in  Katalla,  and  while  yet  utterly  unknown  to  him; 
while  sitting  on  the  shore,  throwing  pebbles  into  the  surf,  he  told  me  what  considerable 
sums  his  son  had  put  into  his  claim,  and  how;  of  his  uncertainty  that  it  was  worth  it, 
and  how  he  had  stopped  off  on  his  way  to  Seward  to  try  to  determine  for  his  son 
whether  to  hold  or  let  go:  that  it  might  be  years  after  entry  before  anything  could  be* 
realized,  and  on  my  question,  that  there  was  not  any  plan  amongst  the  various  locators 
as  to  future  disposition. 

Everything  said,  and  the  manner,  indicated  that  he  told  the  truth.  From  all  I 
reasoned  that  the  absolute  requirements  of  the  law  were  being  met  by  these  people- 
to  a  very  considerably  faithful  degree,  though  likely  not  covering  what  might  be- 
considered  by  some  as  the  probable  intent;  the  perfect  non-existence  of  any  intent 
or  hope,  however  indefinite  of  final  consolidation  by  locators  or  vendees.  I  om  not 
simple  enough  to  believe  but  that  coal  locators  hope,  at  least,  to  join  with  others  for 
development  or  sale,  after  entry. 

Later,  upon  verbal  order  of  the  honorable  commissioner,  I  wrote  the  General  Land 
Office  on  July  24,  1907,  requesting  withholding  of  patent  in  entry  No.  180,  Ignatius 
Mullen,  pending  inquiry  into  relations  between  entryman  and  his  father,  P.  M. 
Mullen,  receiver,  Juneau;  November  12,  1907,  I  reported  therein,  renewing  recom- 
mendation that  patent  issue. 

After  entry,  to  wit,  August  2,  1907,  I  advised  the  General  Land  Office  that  Cun- 
ningham had  informed  me  of  efforts  pending,  initiated  subsequent  to  entry,  looking  to 
the  promotion  of  a  company  and  tne  pooling  of  the  lands.  This  was  because  in  a 
conversation  in  his  office  in  Seattle,  Judge  Ballinger  stated  that  such  a  proceeding 
prior  to  issuance  of  patent  was  not  allowable,  and  it  was  plainly  my  duty  to  advise 
'  of  such  a  material  fact.  The  foregoing,  I  believe,  covers  all  material  action  taken 
iu  these  matters.  Inclosed  you  will  find  a  blank  copy  of  the  affidavit  referred  to* 
secured  from  each  applicant.' 

24991— vol  1—10 45 
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I  have  referred  to  all  these  for  the  purpose  of  having  you  state 
whether  or  not  this  report  of  Love  and  the  two  reports  of  Jones 
were  before  the  land  office,  and  if  they  had  not  been  received 
previous  to  the  clear  listing  of  these  lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  Ignatius  Mullin  report  they  had,  too  t 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  you  if  this  letter  was  not  written  to  you, 
that  I  have  just  read,  when  you  made  some  inquiry  yourself  of" Mr. 
Love  in  January,  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  call  vour  attention  to  the  letter  of  Assistant 
Commissioner  J.  H.  Fimple  (page  492  of  Senate  document),  and  I 
will  ask  you  if  this  letter  is  not  a  letter  from  Mr.  Fimple,  as  assistant 
commissioner,  to  Mr.  Clarence  Cunningham,  Wallace,  Idaho,  dated 
February  24,  1906,  which  is  in  reply  to  an  inquiry  from  Mr.  Cunning- 
ham as  to  whether  or  not  they  could  construct  this  tunnel  which  has 
been  spoken  of  out  there  in  the  Cunningham  claims. 

Mr.  jBrandeis.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Page  492  of  the  Senate  document. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  give  the  whole  in  evidence,  but  I  will  read 
only  a  part  of  it.  After  repeating  what  Mr.  Cunningham  had  written 
him  about  what  they  are  doing,  how  they  are  managing  the  coal 
cases,  he  says  [reads]: 

You  ask  whether  these  coal  claimants  can  form  a  voluntary  association  to  jointly 
construct  a  tunnel  without  prejudicing  their  right  to  secure  title  from  the  Govern- 
ment before  Baid  title  is  actually  secured.  You  enclosed  a  pencil  sketch  indicating 
the  location  of  the  various  claims  and  also  situation  of  proposed  tunnel.  You  state 
the  ground  is  very  mountainous  and  abrupt,  making  it  impracticable  to  open  each 
claim  with  shaft  or  tunnel  because  of  inability  to  reach  them  with  roads  or  trams. 

The  diagram  indicates  35  claims,  all  of  which,  with  one  exception,  embrace  160 
acres,  which  lie  on  a  mountain  side  with  a  south  slope.  The  proposed  tunnel  is  indi- 
cated as  commencing  at  the  lower  side  of  this  group  of  claims  and  to  be  driven  in  a 
northerly  direction  through  the  central  portion  of  the  group,  cutting  the  coal  measures 
on  the  higher  claims  apparently  at  considerable  depth  and  traversing  both  lower  and 
upper  measures  indicated  by  the  outcrops  upon  the  surface.  The  claims  indicated 
upon  the  diagram  are  given  names  and  are  identical  with  coal  claims,  surveys  of  which 
number  37  to  71,  inclusive,  were  approved  by  the  United  States  surveyor-general  for 
the  district  of  Alaska  on  December  16,  1905,  and  reported  by  him  to  this  office  Decem- 
ber 19,  1905. 

You  are  advised  that  it  is  contrary  to  the  practice  of  this  office  to  undertake  to 
render  an  authoritative  or  binding  opinion  in  any  case  other  than  one  in  which  the 
record  has  been  regularly  transmitted  for  consideration  and  action.  However,  in 
view  of  the  interests  involved,  it  is  not  deemed  improper  to  state  that,  while  the  con- 
struction of  tunnel  such  as  proposed  would  call  for  close  scrutiny  of  each  entry  made 
for  claims  in  this  group  as  to  the  good  faith  of  the  entryman  and  as  to  whether  he  was 
securing  his  claims  strictly  for  his  own  use  and  not  directly  or  indirectly  for  the  use  or 
benefit  of  others  or  of  an  association  or  corporation,  yet  it  is  believea  that  the  con- 
struction of  the  proposed  drainage  and  working  tunnel  by  a  voluntary  association  to 
be  composed  of  a  portion  or  all  of  the  coal  claimants  interested  in  the  group,  by  means 
of  their  own  personal  and  private  funds,  would  not  militate  against  the  making  of  coal 
entries  by  the  several  claimants  and  would  not  imperil  their  right  to  secure  patent 
upon  said  entries.  The  issuance  of  patent  would,  without  doubt,  be  delayed  until  a 
full  investigation  of  the  matter  could  be  had  and  the  Land  Department  be  fully  advised 
as  to  all  the  facts  in  the  premises.  • 

Very  respectfully,  J.  H.  Fimplb, 

Assistant  Commissioner. 
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The  complete  letter  is  as  follows: 

Mr.  Clarence  Cunningham, 

Wallace,  Idaho. 

Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  February  6,  1906.  You  state  that  pursuant  to 
the  act  of  April  28, 1904  (33  Stats.,  525),  relating  to  the  acquiring  of  coal  lands  in  Alaska, 
you,  for  yourself  and  as  agent  for  a  number  of  others,  secured  several  claims  of  160  acres 
each  and  have  had  the  same  surveyed  and  have  expended  a  large  amount  in  the 
development  work  and  are  now  publishing  notices  as  basis  for  entry  and  propose  at 
the  proper  time  to  submit  proof  and  make  entry.  Each  claimant  is  paying  for  the  work 
done  on  his  own  claim  and  expects  to  derive  all  the  benefit  therefrom,  but  owing  to  the 
nature  of  the  country  and  in  the  interest  of  economical  mining  it  will  be  necessary  to 
run  a  long  crosscut  tunnel  to  reach  the  coal  measures  at  considerable  depth  in  order 
that  the  coal  veins  may  be  cut  and  proper  drainage  secured.  The  cost  of  this  work 
will  be  too  great  for  any  individual  to  bear  alone;  and  its  benefits  accrue  equally  to  all 
claims  located  on  the  belt  after  they  are  fully  opened  by  affording  drainage  and  haulage 
way.  You  ask  whether  these  coal  claimants  can  form  a  voluntary  association  to 
jointly  construct  a  tunnel  without  prejudicing  their  right  to  secure  title  from  the 
Government  before  said  title  is  actually  secured.  You  inclosed  a  pencil  sketch 
indicating  the  location  of  the  various  claims  and  also  situation  of  proposed  tunnel. 
You  state  the  ground  is  very  mountainous  and  abrupt,  making  it  impracticable  to  open 
each  claim  with  shaft  or  tunnel  because  of  inability  to  reach  them  with  roads  or  trams. 

The  diagram  indicates  35  claims,  all  of  which,  with  one  exception,  embrace  160 
acres,  which  lie  on  a  mountain  side  with  a  south  slope.  The  proposed  tunnel  is  indi- 
cated as  commencing  at  the  lower  side  of  this  group  of  claims  and  to  be  driven  in  a 
northerly  direction  through  the  central  portion  of  the  group,  cutting  the  coal  measures 
on  the  higher  claims  apparently  at  considerable  depth  ana  traversing  both  lower  and 
upper  measures  indicated  by  the  outcrops  upon  the  surface.  The  claims  indicated 
upon  the  diagram  are  given  names  and  are  identical  with  coal  claims,  surveys  of  which 
number  37  to  71,  inclusive,  were  approved  by  the  United  States  surveyor-general  for 
the  district  of  Alaska  on  December  16, 1905,  and  reported  by  him  to  this  office  Decem- 
ber 19,  1905. 

You  are  advised  that  it  is  contrary  to  the  practice  of  this  office  to  undertake  to 
render  an  authoritative  or  binding  opinion  in  anv  case  other  than  one  in  which  the 
record  has  been  regularly  transmitted  for  consideration  and  action.  However,  in 
view  of  the  interests  involved,  it  is  not  deemed  improper  to  state  that,  while  the  con- 
struction of  tunnel  such  as  proposed  would  call  for  close  scrutiny  of  each  entry  made 
for  claims  in  this  group  as  to  the  good  faith  of  the  entryman  and  as  to  whether  he  was 
securing  his  claims  strictly  for  his  own  use  and  not  directly  or  indirectly  for  the  use  or 
benefit  of  others  or  of  an  association  or  corporation,  yet  it  is  believed  that  the  con- 
struction of  the  proposed  drainage  and  working  tunnel  by  a  voluntary  association  to 
be  composed  of  a  portion  or  all  of  the  coal  claimants  interested  in  the  group,  by  means 
of  their  own  personal  and  private  funds,  would  not  militate  against  the  making  of  coal 
entries  by  the  several  claimants  and  would  not  imperil  their  right  to  secure  patent 
upon  said  entries.  The  issuance  of  patent  would,  without  doubt,  be  delayed  until  a 
full  investigation  of  the  matter  could  be  had  and  the  Land  Department  be  fully  advised 
as  to  all  the  facts  in  the  premises. 

Very  respectfully,  J.  H.  Fimple, 

Assistant  Commissioner. 

Did  you  know  of  the  existence  of  that  letter  when  you  arranged  to 
send  coal  experts  to  Alaska  to  make  a  physical  examination  of  the 
land,  or  a  field  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not,  nevertheless,  in  your  letter  of  instruc- 
tions to  Mr.  Wingate,  give  special  instructions  with  regard  to  this 
tunnel  as  one  of  the  things  to  be  looked  up  as  evidence  of  a  joint 
undertaking? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Wingate's  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  don't  know,  then,  what  he  reported? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  haven't  any  information? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  just  hearsay. 

Mr.  Vertree8.  Do  you  know  about  Mr.  Kennedy's  repor 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  heard  him  testify  at  the  hearings  in  the  Cun 
cases. 

Mr.  Vertree8.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Fisher  testify? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Didn't  you  know  this  much — isn't  it  a  i 
you  called  for  Mr.  Wingate  to  be  sent  out  by  the  Forestry 
and  the  Land  Office  sent  out  Mr.  Kennedy,  as  an  expert,  ; 
those  two  men  went  out  there  under  special  instructions,  < 
special  instructions  to  Mr.  Wingate  from  you,  to  make  an  < 
tion  and  report,  field  examination — a  physical  examinat 
may  use  that  expression — of  those  lands,  and  they  each 
report  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  sent  Mr.  Kennedy  out  there,  and 
the  Forestry  Service  secured  the  services  of  Mr.  Wingate;  e 
iisked  me  to  give  him,  or  write  him,  a  letter  of  instructions 
Mr.  Wingate  and  Mr.  Kennedy  could  cooperate  in  their  woi 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  want  him  to  do? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  my  recommendation  to  him — I  only  ] 
the  letter  for  the  signature  of  the  district  forester  out  in  for 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  didn't  sign  the  letter  of  instructions  \ 

Mr.  Glavis.  Lets  see — I  know  he  asked  me  to  write  it 
think  I  did;  then  he  O.  K.'ed  all  I  said.  Anyway,it  was  at  the 
Of  the  Forester;  that  was  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  send  him  for;  what  did  y 
him  to  do? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  to  go  up  there  and  make  a  field  exan 
and  the  Forestry  Service,  as  I  recall  at  this  time,  wanted  hii 
certain  the  coal  character  of  the  lands  on  a  lot  of  other  clain 
f)f  the  forest  reserve. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  necessary,  for  this  purpose,  for  yo 
him  or  inform  him  before  he  weqt  what  the  evidence,  the  a 
of  the  claimants,  showed  in  reference  to  this  land  if  you  sen 
make  a  field  examination  or  just  to  report  on  the  physical  cor 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  indicated  to  him  the  general  facts  that 
secured  at  that  time — the  field  examination  was  made  with 
of  further  corroborating,  if  the   facts   existed,  these  facts 
already  had,  showing  the  formation  and  operation  of  a  group  ( 
as  an  association. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  am  getting  at  is,  was  he  sent  out 
make  a  fair,  clean,  impartial  investigation  in  the  hope  that  i 
corroborate  it,  or  was  he  virtually  given  such  instructioi 
induce  him  to  make  a  report  such  as  you  wanted,  if  possible 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  1  never,  in  my  career  as  a  special  age 
chief  of  the  field  division,  instructed  anybody  to  make  a] 
investigation  of  any  claim  or  claims,  and  1  think  Mr.  Wingat 
testify  to  that  fact,  that  I  told  him  all  that  I  wanted  was  tl 
in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  necessary  for  you  then  to  tell  hi 
people  had  sworn  in  the  affidavits  about  their  rights;  that 
J  want  to  know? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  It  has  always  been  our  practice  when 
ILnother  man  on  a  case  to  detail  the  facts  up  to  that  time. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  This  is  not  another  man  in  the  case  as  special 
agent;  this  is  a  coal  expert? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  is  a  man  who  is  going  to  do  work  in  the  case. 
He  is  no  special  agent;  no,  sir;  he  is  an  assistant  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  can  very  well  appreciate  where  you  are  investi- 
gating the  facts  in  a  case  and  another  man  takes  your  place  that  you 
can  make  a  statement  to  him  of  the  case  and  bring  it  up  to  that 
point,  but  now  this  man  was  sent  as  a  coal  expert  to  bring  you  back 
a  judgment  as  to  the  situation  there  and  to  do  justice  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  these  people.  I  will  ask  you  if  it  was  necessary  in  order  to 
fet  that  sort  of  a  report  for  you  to  go  on  and  instruct  him  and  inform 
im  as  to  the  state  of  the  proof  in  the  case  and  what  the  evidence 
showed  as  to  a  combination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Not  only,  particularly  as  it  would  assist 
him  in  the  field  work,  because  it  outlined  what  we  wanted  him  to 
examine  in  the  field,  that  is  the  tunnels,  and  showing  that  this  group 
of  claims  was  being  operated  jointly,  if  such  a  fact  existed;  and 
furthermore,  a  man  going  up  in  Alaska,  or  anywhere  else,  if  he  is 
familiar  with  the  facts,  he  meets  people  and  then  can  secure  informa- 
tion from  them  which  is  valuable,  providing  he  knows  the  case  suffi- 
ciently to  comprehend  what  information  a  person  would  be  willing 
to  give  him. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  your  letter  of  instructions,  did  anything  like 
this  occur:  "The  majority  of  the  claimants  have  also  made  affidavit 
that  it  was  their  expectation  and  understanding  among  themselves 
that  the  claims  would  be  combined  and  worked  jointly  for  the  benefit 
of  each  other,  share  and  share  alike?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  don't  recall  that  particular  statement,  but  I  would 
probably  make  that  because  that  was  the  fact  in  most  of  the  affidavits. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  point  I  am  on,  Mr.  Glavis,  if  you  wanted  a  fair 
and  impartial  report,  would  you  give  him  that  instruction,  and  tell 
him  what  the  majority  said  without  telling  him  what  the  minority 
stated,  or  would  you  tell  him  to  go  and  examine  the  tunnel  and  the 
field  and  report  to  you  the  truth? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  outline  the  case  to  him  as  I  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  would  outline  the  case  to  him  like  you  did? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  never  saw  his  report.  Do  you  not  know  as 
a  matter  of  fact  he  went  out  there  and  reported  tnere  was  no  coal 
there  at  all — that  is,  no  workable  coal — that  as  a  commercial  proposi- 
tion it  was  utterly  worthless? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  heard  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  made  no  mention  of  that  heretofore? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  never  been  asked  about  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  have  mentioned  Mr.  Kennedy's  report  a 
good  deal. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  don't  think  I  have  gone  into  it  deeply % 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  spoken  repeatedly  about  sending  him 
there. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  never  mentioned  to  this  committee  that  you 
sent  Wingate  there  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.     I  didn't  send  him.    The  Forestry 

sent  him. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Didn't  you  give  him  his  letter  of  instructio 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  prepared  it  at  the  request  of  the  district  For 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  not  addressed  to  him  by  you  and 

by  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Probably  so;  jres,  sir.     That  letter  will  also  si 

I  recall  it,  and  my  recollection  is  very  clear,  that  I  stated  I  had 

that  letter  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Allen,  or  the  official  who  was 
Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  read  you  what  purports  to  be  a  copy, 

to  me  as  such,  and  ask  you  to  say  whether  it  is  correct  [reads 

[To  Mr.  Schwartz.] 

Portland,  Orbg.,  July  Si 
Mr.  Gabriel  Winoate, 

Care  United  States  Forest  Service,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Sir:  Mr.  E.  T.  Allen,  district  forester,  United  States  Forest  Service,  has  € 
you  to  proceed  at  once  to  Katella,  Alaska,  and  cooperate  with  Special  Agent 
Kennedy  in  the  examination  of  coal  claims  within  the  Chugach  Nation* 
especially  the  coal  entries  known  as  the  "Cunningham  group." 

It  is  Mr.  Allen's  desire  that  your  work  shall  be  in  every  way  similar  to  th 
Kennedy's,  and  with  that  end  in  view  I  have  been  asked  "by  him  to  give  yoi 
tions  as  to  the  object  of  the  examination. 

The  evidence  already  obtained  shows  that  there  are  33  to  35  coal  claiman 
Cunningham  group,  and  that  these  locations  were  made  in  1903,  with  tl 
ment  that  after  title  was  Becured  a  company  should  be  formed  and  eac 
claimants  would  share  equally  excepting  the  agent,  Mr.  Cunningham,  wl 
receive  one-eighth  of  the  entire  stock  of  the  company.  Since  the  locati 
been  made  each  year  development  work  has  been  done  and  approximately 
has  been  expended,  each  claimant  having  been  assessed  equally.  The  doci 
evidence  shows  that  during  1906  Mr.  H.  L.  Hawkins  was  employed  to 
examination  of  the  group  and  determine  the  proper  method  of  mining 
thereon.  It  also  appears  that  most  of  the  money  expended  for  the  developm 
has  been  used  on  one  tunnel.  The  majority  of  the  claimants  have  also  n 
davit  that  it  was  their  expectation  and  understanding  among  themselves 
claims  would  be  combined  and  worked  jointly  for  the  benefit  of  each  oth 
and  share  alike. 

The  object  of  the  examination  in  the  field  is  to  determine  whether  or  no 
provements,  such  as  the  tunnel  and  other  work,  has  been  made  with  the  sole : 
of  mining  the  claims  as  a  whole,  and  not  for  the  individual  use  and  benefi 
claimant.  It  is  presumed  that  your  long  experience  and  expert  knowledge 
conditions  will  enable  you  to  readily  determine  whether  this  work  has  b< 
with  the  view  to  a  consolidation  of  the  claims. 

There  are  certain  points  which  suggest  themselves  to  me  that  I  will  cal 
attention.  However,  it  is  probable  that  there  is  much  other  data  that  you  mi 
that  I  have  overlooked,  and  it  is  our  desire  that  every  particle  of  evidence 
the  claims  have  been  worked  with  a  view  to  consolidation,  be  secured. 

Special  Agent  Andrew  Kennedy  is  a  coal  expert  of  many  years'  ex  peri  en 
now  making  an  examination  of  the  claims,  and  it  is  my  desire  that  you  b 
together,  making  separate  notes,  however,  as  a  result  of  such  examination, 
that  you  should  first  definitely  locate  the  various  corners.  Mr.  S.  N.  Stoner 
special  agent  of  my  office,  is  in  the  field  and  is  now  locating  various  corne 
view  to  ascertaining  the  improvements  thereon,  but  in  order  that  you  ms 
from  your  own  personal  knowledge  it  iB  desired  that  you  examine  the  cor 
sonally.  After  examining  the  corners  and  properly  locating  yourself,  all 
provements  on  each  claim  should  be  thoroughly  examined  and  the  app 
cost  thereof  ascertained.  You  should  also  determine  whether  the  large  tunc 
has  been  made  by  Mr.  Cunningham  will  benefit  all  the  claims  or  only  a  i 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  each  of  the  claimants  have  paid  an  equal  amoui 
making  of  this  tunnel. 

There  are  also  approximately  four  claims  mentioned  by  Mr.  Cunningham  an 
Hawkins  as  being  only  valuable  for  the  timber.  These  claims  should  be  c 
located.     It  is  also  my  understanding  that  a  great  deal  of  the  timber  adiacen 

>ims  has  been  scripped  by  Mr.  Cunningham.     If  such  locations  can  also  be 
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it  is  hoped  that  you  and  Mr.  Kennedy  do  so  with  a  view  to  determining  whether  or  not 
the  land  is  chiefly  valuable  for  its  timber,  as  it  has  occurred  to  me  that  perhaps  this 
land  may  contain  valuable  coal.  I  also  suggest  that  photographs  of  the  improvements 
be  taken. 

I  have  to  request  that  you  show  this  letter  to  Mr.  Andrew  Kennedy,  as  it  is  my 
desire  that  you  cooperate  with  each  other  in  these  examinations. 
Very  respectfully, 

L.  R.  Glavis, 
Chief  of  Field  Division . 
Approved : 

E.  T.  Allen,  District  Forester. 

Now,  you  have  been  informed,  though  you  have  not  seen  it,  have  you 
not,  that  this  man  reported  that  there  were,  just  as  you  suggested 
there,  four  or  five  claims  that  were  nothing  but  timber  claims,  and 
the  others  were  worthless  as  to  coal,  or,  as  he  expresses  it,  as  a  com- 
mercial coal  proposition  the  land  is  worthless,  and  the  same  is  true 
as  of  all  the  claims  of  the  Cunningham  group.  You  knew  that  report 
had  been  made,  didn't  jwil 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  heard  it  had  been  made.  He  said  the  whole  coal 
field  wasn't  any  good,  the  whole  coal  field  up  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  point  of  fact  Mr.  Glavis,  Mr.  Kennedy  reported 
otherwise,  that  it  was  all  coal  land,  didn't  he? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  All  of  the  33  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Wingate  was  the  only  person  I  ever 
heard  report  that  there  was  not.  Oh,  you  mean  as  to  all  the  33  coal 
claims? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  the  33  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well  now,  I  don't  recall  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  don't  know  about  that,  but  you  know  what 
Mr.  Wingate  reported. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  seems  to  me  I  know  Mr.  Kennedy's  report  in  a 
general  wajr.  I  haven't  given  it  any  thought  for  quite  a  while  as  to 
whether  it  included  one  or  two  of  the  coal  claims 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Didn't  the  Geological  Survey  then  send  up  a  third 
man,  Mr.  Fisher,  to  determine  the  question,  and  didn't  he  report  that 
it  was  all  coal  lands,  and  none  of  it  was  timber  lands  as  reported  by 
Mr.  Wingate? 

The  Chairman.  In  compliance  with  the  request  of  Mr.  Brandeis, 
the  record  will  show  the  following  list  covenng  all  of  the  papers, 
documents,  and  reports  thus  far  received  from  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment. 

(The  papers  are  as  follows:) 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  4,  19 JO. 

Schedule  of  papers  called  for  by  Senate  Joint  Committee  in  lists  dated  January  29,  1910, 

and  February  2,  1910. 

1.  Paragraph  2.    January  29,  1910. 

(o)  Copy  of  letter  of  A^ent  L.  R.  Glavis  to  commissioner,  November  5,  1907 , 
inclosing  report  of  Agent  H.  T.  Jones,  dated  November  1,  1907,  and  memorandum 
of  H.  H.  S.  to  Murphy,  "Hold  pending  further  advice;"  attached. 

2.  Paragraph  4.    January  29,  1910. 

(a)  Agent  H.  K.  Love's  daily  reports  from  June  15,  1907,  to  September,  1908. 

(b)  Agent  H.  T.  Jones's  reports  from  June  15,  1907,  to  December  31,  1909. 

(c)  Agent  S.  N.  Stoner's  daily  reports  from  March,  1908,  to  Mav,  1908,  and  March, 

1909,  to  December,  1909. 
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((f)  Agent  A.  Kennedy's  daily  reports  from  March,  1908,  to  May,  1908.  a 
1909,  to  December,  1909. 

(e)  Agent  A.  R.  Bowman's  daily  reports  from  April  4,  1909,  to  Decen 
{Special  Agent  Bowman  did  not  enter  upon  duty  until  April  4,  1909.) 

(/)  Agent  Gery's  daily  reports  from  June,  1909,  to  September,  1909. 
g)  Agent  L.  R.  Glavis's  daily  reports  and  expense  account  from  Marc 
September,  1909. 

3.  Paragraph  6.    January  29,  1910. 

Copies  of  telegrams  to  Agent  Glavis.  dated  November  26,  1907,  and  Dc 
1907.  Telegram  of  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  of  November  27, 
ing  the  telegram  of  November  26,  1907,  was  undelivered,  and  copy  of  pars 
from  Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett  to  Glavis,  dated  November  27,  1907. 

4.  Paragraph  11.    January  29,  1910. 

Copies  of  Commissioner  Richards's  letter  to  the  Secretary,  dated  Apr 
Agent  H.  K.  Love's  letter  to  the  commissioner,  April  25,  1906;  Acting  Cor 
Pollock's  letter  to  Agent  Love,  June  20,  1906;  Agent  Love's  letter  to  com 
December  6,  1906;  Commissioner  Bal  linger 's  letter  to  Agent  Love,  April 
Agent  Love's  letter  to  commissioner.  May  8,  1907;  Assistant  Commissioner 
Wter  to  Agent  Love,  May  27, 1907;  Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett's  le'tte 
Lave,  September  19,  1907;  Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett's  letter  to  Ag 
October  3,  1907;  Agent  Glavis's  letter  to  commissioner,  January  22, 1908; 
Garfield's  letter  to  William  Loeb,  jr.,  February  7,  1908;  Agent  Love's  let 
Secretary,  through  the  commissioner,  March  15,  1908;  David  M.  Goodrich 
Agent  Love,  March  4^  1908;  letter  of  H.  N.  Jasper,  jr.,  to  H.  A.  Brown,  c< 
clerk.  Secretary '8  office,  March  10,  1908;  Commissioner  Dennett's  letter 
Glavis,  March  14, 1908;  Agent  Glavis's  letter  to  the  commissioner,  March  23, 
attached  thereto,  Agent  H.T.  Jones's  affidavit,  dated  March  19,1908;  Com 
Dennett's  letter  to  Agent  Love,  /» pril  1, 1908;  Agent  Love's  letter  to  the  com 
April  16,  1908;  commissioner's  letter  to  Agent  Love.  April  28,  1908;  Age 
letter  to  the  Secretary,  May  13,  1908;  Agent  Love's  letter  to  Hon.  R.  A. 
April  28,'  1908;  Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger's  letter  to  Agent  Love,  May  4, 1908;  Ag< 
letter  to  Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger,  May  12,  1908. 

5.  Paragraph  13.    January  29,  1910. 

Copy  of  Assistant  Commissioner  Dennett's  letter  to  Agent  S.  J.  Colter,  S 
24,  1907;  Commissioner  Dennett's  telegram  to  Agent  Colter,  October  15,  19 
Colter's  letter  to  H.  H.  Schwartz,  October  20,  1909,  and  copy  of  receipt  of  c 
files  in  Alaska  coal  cases  turned  over  to  S.  J.  Colter  by  A.  R.  Bowman  on  0 
1909,  at  Chicago;  Agent  S.  J.  Colter  to  H.  H.  Schwartz,  October  29,  19( 
Agent  S.  J.  Colter  to  commissioner,  November  17,  1909;  Commissioner 
letter  to  Agent  Colter,  December  3,  1909;  Commissioner  Dennett's  letter 
Colter,  November  4,  1909;  Assistant  Chief  of  Field  Service  Underwood '« 
Agent  Colter,  October  18,  1909;  commissioner's  letter  to  Agent  Colter,  Nov 
11)09;  telegram  Agent  Colter  to  commissioner,  November  17,  1909;  Con 
Dennett's  telegram  to  Agent  Colter,  November  17,  1909;  Agent  Colter's 
commissioner,  October  22, 1907;  affidavits  of  George  W.  Miller  and  Walter  F 
and  Lulu  Drake,  sworn  to  before  Agent  Colter,  October  14,  1907. 

6.  Paragraph  16. 

Original  telegram  of  H.  K.  Love  to  commissioner,  January  11, 1908,  with  tl 
envelope  in  which  it  was  filed,  on  which  is  memorandum  by  Mr.  Carr. 

7.  Paragraph  18. 

Original  patents  on  coal  entry  17,  William  E.  Miller;  coal  entry  19,  B.  < 
<:oal  entry  21,  Alfred  Page;  coal  entry  23,  Frederick  Burbidge;  coal  entry  2 
B.  Moore;  coal  entry  29,  Arthur  D.  Jones;  memorandum  dated  January  29,  1! 
copy  of  note  appearing  on  Division  B  docket  of  cases  to  be  patented ;  3  lot 
lo-aded  "Lana  Office,  Juneau,  Alaska." 

8.  Paragraph  19. 

Copy  of  telegram  of  Commissioner  Ballinger  to  Special  Agent  Love,  Janua 
0.  Paragraph  20. 

Copy  of  Commissioner  Ballinger's  telegram  to  Agent  Love,  January  4, 190 
'rlegram  from  Agent  Love  to  commissioner,  January  6,  1908,  with  envelop* 

10.  Paragraph  23. 

Telegram  ot  L.  R.  Glavis  to  commissioner,  April  10,  1908,  with  memoranda 
made  by  Chief  Division  "N;"  copy  of  Commissioner  Dennett's  telegram 
Glavis,  April  13,  1908;  copy  Commissioner  Dennett's  letter  to  Agent  Glavi 
1!>08. 

11.  Paragraph  1.     February  1,  1910. 

Original  drafts  of  patent  on  coal  entries  17  and  19. 
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12.  Paragraph  2.    February  1,  1910. 

Original  lists  Nob.  184,  185,  and  186  of  Mineral  Division  to  Division  B. 

13.TParagraph  3.    February,  1,  1910., 

Original  letter  Agent  Love  to  commissioner,  February  17,  1907  (07-35777). 

14.  Paragraph  4.    February  1,  1910. 

Original  letter  of  Forester  Pinchot  to  commissioner,  March  15,  1907  (07-44667). 

15.  Paragraph  5.    February  1,  1910. 

Original  letter  of  Forester  Pinchot  to  Commissioner  Ballinger,  March  26.  1907  (07- 
52060). 

16.  Paragraph  6.    February  1,  1910. 

Original  letter  Commissioner  Ballinger  to  Secretary,  April  24,  1907. 

17.  Paragraph  7.    February  1,  1910. 

Original  letter  of  Forester  Pinchot  to  Commissioner  Ballinger,  May  6,  1907  (07- 
81363). 

18.  Paragraph  8.    February  1,  1910. 

Original  letter  Commissioner  Ballinger  to  Secretary,  May  10,  1907. 

19.  Paragraph  9.    February  1,  1910. 

Copies  of  proclamations  by  the  President,  dated  July  23,  1907,  September  18, 1907, 
and  February  23,  1909. 

20.  Paragraph  10.    February  1,  1910. 

Copies  ofH.  R.  Bill  11490  and  letter  of  Paul  H.  Sroat,  W.  B.  Moore,  W.  L.  Wells, 
committee  of  Siletz  settlers,  to  Secretary  Ballinger.  August  4,  1909;  letter  of  Finney 
to  Hon.  Secretary,  no  date;  Secretary  Ballinger's  letter  to  Senator  George  E.  Cham- 
berlain, January  10,  1910;  Secretary  Ballinger's  letter  to  Morse,  Wells,  and  Sroat, 
September  9,  1909;  letter  of  J.  O'B.  Scobey  to  Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger,  January  6, 
1910;  letter  of  Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger  to  J.  O'B.  Scobey,  January  12,  1910;  newspaper 
clipping  entitled  "Other  Side  Told  in  Siletz  Dispute,"  Portland  Oregonian,  January 
2,  1910;  newspaper  clipping  entitled  "Hawley  is  Friend.  Has  Bill  Pending  to  aid 
bona  fide  Siletz  Settlers,11  same  date;  newspaper  clipping  headed  "Siletz  Contests 
will  be  Delayed.  Ballinger  Issues  Order  after  Talk  with  Oregon  Delegation,"  dated 
January  5,  1910;  newspaper  clipping  headed  "Proposed  Law  is  Radical.  Senator 
Nelson  would  make  changes  in  Land  Legislation,"  dated  January  5,  1910;  original 
letter  of  Tracy  Newman  to  Mr.  Pierce,  January  10, 1910;  copy  of  Assistant  Secretary's 
letter  to  Tracy  Newman,  January  19,  1910;  copy  of  H.  R.  Bill  11490;  original  letter 
of  Hon.  W.  C.  Hawley  to  Secretary  Ballinger,  December  2,  1909;  copy  of  Secretary 
Ballinger's  letter  to  Hon.  W.  C.  Hawley,  December  3,  1909;  original  letter  of  A.  W. 
Lafferty  to  Secretary  Ballinger,  December  14,  1909;  original  letter  A.  W.  Lafferty 
to  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  December  14,  1909;  copy  of  Secretary  Ballinger's  letter 
to  A.  W.  Lafferty,  December  20,  1909;  copy  of  Secretary  Ballinger's  letter  to  Hon. 
W.  C.  Hawley,  January  12,  1910. 


The  Secretary  op  the  Interior, 

Washington,  February  5,  1910. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress. 

Sir:  Complying  with  request  contained  in  your  communication  of  February  1, 
1910,  inclosing  a  list  of  copies  of  documents,  correspondence,  etc.,  in  the  files  of  this 
department  which  the  Joint  Committee  of  Congress,  created  by  H.  J.  Resolution  103. 
Public  No.  9,  desire  produced  for  its  use  in  the  investigations  now  in  progress,  I  hand 
you  herewith: 

1.  (a)  Copies  of  records  and  papers  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  General  Land 
Office,  relating  to  the  Cunningham  Alaska  coal  cases  from  August  24,  1909,  to  Febru- 
ary 15,  1910.  (Correspondence  relating  to  said  cases  prior  to  that  time  is  printed  in 
Senate  Document  No.  248.)  (6)  Copies  of  papers  and  letters  in  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  and  the  General  Land  Office  relating  to  application  of  W.  G.  Whorf  for 
the  Port  Graham  coal  claim,  Survey  No.  315,  Cook  Inlet,  Alaska.  (The  proof  papers 
in  this  case  have  not  been  received  from  the  local  land  office.)  (c)  Copies  of  records 
and  papers  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  the  General  Land  Office  relating  to 
the  Alaska  Petroleum  and  Coal  Company  and  its  application  for  coal  lands  in  Alaska. 
(d)  Copies  of  records  and  papers  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  the  General  Land 
Office  relating  to  the  so-called  Hartline  group  of  coal  claims,  (e)  Copies  of  records 
and  papers  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  the  General  Land  Office  relating  to 
the  so-called  Green  proup.  (J)  Copies  of  correspondence  between  Mr.  R.  A.  Ballin- 
ger and  Mr.  M.  P.  Kmkaid  with  reference  to  Mr.  Kinkaid's  purchase  of  an  interest  in 
the  Green  group,    (g)  Copy  of  letter  from  Mr.  R.  A.  Ballinger  to  Mr.  Harryfc  White, 
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November  17, 1908,  with  reference  to  construction  of  Alaska  coal  act  of  M 
(h)  Copy  of  part  of  status  record  of  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love  relating  to 
duties,  (i)  Copy  of  private  file  of  Mr.  ft.  A.  Ballinger  containing  copi 
spondence  with  former  Special  Agent  H.  K.  Love.  (J)  Copy  of  reports 
General  Land  Office  by  Special  Agent  H.  T.  Jones,  August  10,  August  ] 
vember  1,  1907. 

2.  (a)  Copy  of  file  No.  2-6,  Department  of  the  Interior,  containing  comi 
and  papers  on  file  relating  to  railroad  right-of-way  applications  along  the 
River,  Oregon.    (6)  Copy  of  material  records  and  papers  on  file  in  the  Gc 
Office  relating  to  railroad  right-of-way  applications  along  the  Deschutes 
gon,  including  decision  of  Secretary  Ballinger,  April  21,  1909. 

The  papers  transmitted  have,  so  far  as  possible,  been  arranged  in  orderh 

with  tables  of  contents  attached.    The  other  papers  and  records  called' 

communication  and  specified  in  the  accompanying  memorandum  are  beii 

and  will  be  furnished  to  the  committee  as  promptly  as  circumstances  will 

Very  respectfully, 

R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Department  op  the  Interior, 
General  Land  Of 
Washington,  D.  C,  February 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  on  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  the  1 

Forest  Service,  United  States  Senate. 
My  Dear  Senator:  I  send  you  herewith  correspondence  had  betwee 
linger  and  myself  from  March  4,  1908,  to  March  4,  1909.  1  have  been  una 
the  original  letter  under  date  of  March  31,  1908.  I  asked  Secretary  Bal 
could  not  furnish  me  with  a  copy  of  the  original  letter  which  he  wrote  me, 
so,  and  this  is  the  copy  which  I  hand  you  herewith.  If  I  can  discover  i 
correspondence  passing  between  Mr.  Ballinger  and  myself  during  the  tin 
tion,  I  will  immediately  send  same  to  your  committee. 
Very  respectfully, 

Fred  Dennett,  Comi 


' 


The  Secretary  op  the  Intei 
Washington,  Februar, 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress. 
Sir:  Complying  with  request  contained  in  your  <  ommunication  of  Febir 
inclosing  a  list  of  copies  of  documents,  correspondence,  etc.,  in  the  files  of  1 
ment,  which  the  joint  committee  of  Congress,  created  by  House  joint  res< 
Public  No.  9,  desire  produced  for  its  use  in  the  investigation  now  in  progi 
the  honor  to  hand  you  herewith: 

1.  Copy  of  records  and  papers  in  the  General  Land  Office  and  the  Depart 
Interior  relating  to  the  so-called  "  Doughten  group"  of  Alaska  coal  claimi 

2.  Copy  telegram  Commissioner  Ballinger  to  Special  Agent  Love,  Janu 
with  reference  to  report  on  certain  entries  of  the  Cunningham  groups. 

3.  Copy  report  Special  Agent  Love,  November  12,  1907,  on  Juneau  coal  < 
to  Ignatius  Mullen. 

4.  Copy  of  Interior  Department  file  No.  2-24,  1,  2,  3,  and  Exhibit  "A," 
letters  and  correspondence  relating  to  Alaska  coal  lands  from  May  16,  1907, 
her  28,  1909. 

5.  Copy  of  Interior  Department  file  No.  2-107,  parts  3  and  4,  relating  t 
legislation,  covering  the  period  from  November  23,  1907,  to  February  11 

6.  Copy  of  letters  to  Attorney-General  in  re  cooperative  certificates  for  i 
work,  act  June  17,  1902,  and  copy  of  opinions  of  the  Attorney-General 
and  September  9,  1909,  and  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  Novemb< 

7.  (a)  Copy  of  Interior  Department  file  No.  2-115,  relating  generally 
power  sites  and  covering  the  period  from  December  14,  1906,  to  Novemb 

[b)  Copy  of  Interior  Department  file  No.  2-115,  parte  1,  2,  and  3,  water 
withdrawals,  covering   tne  period  from   October   24,    1908,    to  Decembc 

(c)  Copy  Interior  Department  file  No.  2-115,  water-power  restoration,  cc 
period  from  March  4,  1909,  to  December  30,  1909. 

Tables  of  contents  have  been  attached  to  each  of  the  files  submitted. 
Wrv  revert  fully. 

\l      A       It.W.l.JS'flER. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DGPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.      (j$»7 

Office  op  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  February  It,  1910. 
Hon;  Knutb  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress.  .    > 

Sir:  In  further  compliance  with  your  letter  of  February  12, 1910,  I  have  the  honor 
to  transmit  herewith  the  papers  specified  in  paragraph  17  of  the  printed  schedule 
accompanying  same,  viz: 

Copy  of  letter  from  Mr.  GifTord  Pinchot  to  Mr.  R.  G.  Valentine,  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs,  dated  October  7, 1909,  and  copy  of  Mr.  Valentine's  reply  thereto,  dated 
October  8,  1909,  with  copy  of  opinion  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  dated  Sep- 
tember 3,  1908. 

Very  respectfully,  R.  A.  Ballinger,  Secretary, 


The  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  February  12,  1910. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress.. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  letter  of  February  12,  1910, 
containing  list  of  documents  and  papers  called  for  by  attorney  for  Mr.  Gilford  Pinchot. 
In  reply  I  have  to  advise  as  follows: 

1.  Copy  of  letter  from  Representative  Mondell  to  Secretary  Garfield,  February  25, 
1909,  and  copy  of  letter  of  Director  Newell  to  Mr.  Mondell,  "February  23,  1909,  both 
with  reference  to  withdrawal  of  lands  in  Wyoming  under  the  reclamation  act,  will  be 
found  on  pages  10  and  11  of  part  1,  file  2-115,  Water-power  site — General,  submitted 
to  the  committee  February  8,  1910.  So  far  I  have  been  unable  to  locate  copy  of  let- 
ter alleged  to  have  been  written  March  2,  1909,  by  Secretary  Garfield  to  Representa- 
tive Mondell.    If  found,  same  will  be  promptly  furnished. 

2.  Copies  of  all  recommendations  by  the  Reclamation  Service  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  looking  to  the  restoration  of  lands  withdrawn  for  power-site  purposes  are 
contained  in  part  1,  file  2-115,  Water-power  sites — Restorations,  furnished  to  the  com- 
mittee February  8, 1910. 

3.  4,  5,  and  6.  Will  be  furnished  as  soon  as  they  can  be  located. 

7.  Copy  of  brief  in  favor  of  executive  withdrawals,  submitted  March  29,  1909,  by 
the  Reclamation  Service,  will  be  found  on  pages  13  to  17,  part  1,  file  2-115,  Water- 
power  sites— General,  furnished  to  the  committee  February  8,  1910. 

8.  Will  be  furnished  as  soon  as  possible. 

9.  Copy  of  letter  of  April  20,  1909,  directing  the  Director  of  the  Geological  Survey 
to  investigate  water-power  sites  with  a  view  to  temporary  withdrawals  will  be  found 
on  page  30,  file  2-115,  part  1,  Water-power  sites — General,  furnished  to  the  committee 
FeDruary  8,  1910.  The  records  do  not  indicate  t  mt  this  letter  was  first  directed  to 
the  Reclamation  Service. 

10.  Letter  May  10, 1909,  from  James  R.  Garfield  to  the  Forester  is  not  in  this  depart- 
ment. It  is  presumably  either  in  the  files  of  the  Forest  Service  or  in  the  personal  pos- 
session of  Mr.  Pinchot. 

11.  Copy  of  letter  Secretary  Ballinger  to  the  Attorney-General  asking  for  opinion 
as  to  ranger  station  withdrawals  will  be  furnished  as  soon  ar  possible. 

12.  Have  been  called  for  and  will  be  furnished  as  soon  as  possible. 

13.  Have  been  called  for  and  will  be  furnished  as  soon  as  possible. 

14.  Not  in  this  department.    Presumably  on  file  in  the  Forest  Bureau. 

15.  Not  in  this  department.    Presumably  on  file  in  the  Forest  Bureau. 

16.  Report  of  Forester  to  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  July  23,  1909.  Copy  will  be 
found  on  pages  66  to  86,  file  5-152,  part  1,  transmitted  herewith. 

17.  Has  been  called  for  and  will  be  transmitted  as  Boon  as  received. 

18.  Herewith  is  transmitted  file  5-152,  parts  1  and  2,  containing  copies  of  entire 
correspondence  relating  to  the  Indian  reservation — Foresty  cooperative  agreement.   ' 

19.  I  know  of  no  letters  written  by  myself,  my  private  secretary,  or  anyone  else 
on  my  behalf  in  "December.  1909,  and  January,  1910,  to  publishers,  editors,  or  report- 
ers of  newspapers  asking  or  suggesting  the  communication  to  this  committee  of  com: 
plaints  against  the  Forest  Service. "  j 

Since  receipt  of  your  letter,  Mr.  D.  M.  Carr,  my  private  secretary,  has  shown  me 
copy  of  a  letter  which  he  addressed,  without  my  knowledge,  to  George  Sherman; 
editor  of  the  Montgomery  Times,  Mount  Ida,  Ark.,  and  I  transmit  copy  herewith, 
together  with  copies  of  the  official  correspondence  had  with  Mr.  Sherman. 
Very  respectfully, 

R.  A.  Ballinger,  Secretary. 
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Department  or  the  Interior,  General  Land  Office, 

•Office  of  the  Commissioner, 

WaMngUm,  February  14,  1910. 
Hon.  Knutb  Nelson, 

United  States  Senate. 


My  Dear  Senator:  I  am  forwarding  to  you  carbon  copies  which  I  have  found  of 
dictated  by  me  bet 
mographer's  notebo 
Very  respectfully, 


letters  dictated  by  me  between  March  (t  19ti8,  and  March  4, 1909.    As  I  stated  before, 
the  stenographer's  notebooks  were  not  retained;  this  is  the  best  I  can  do 


1908. 
Aug.     7.  Fred  Dennett  to  Ralph  H.  Cameron. 
Aug.  12.  Fred  Dennett  to  W.  A.  Sturges. 
Aug.  12.  Fred  Dennett  to  W.  S.  Sturges. 
Aug.  13.  Fred  Dennett  to  F.  A.  Twichell. 
Aug.  17.  Fred  Dennett  to  M.  D.  McEnery. 
Aug.  21.  Fred  Dennett  to  H.  F.  Hunter. 
Aug.  24.  Fred  Dennett  to  F.  A.  Twichell? 
Aug.  25.  Fred  Dennett  to  B.  Prom. 
Aug.  28.  Fred  Dennett  to  James  T.  Macey. 
Aug.  31.  Fred  Dennett  to  Ralph  H.  Cameron. 
Sept.    2.  Fred  Dennett  to  H.  F.  Hunter. 
Sept.    4.  Fred  Dennett  to  M.  S.  Sietz. 
Sept.    4.  Fred  Dennett  to  P.  J.  McCumber. 
Sept.  15.  Fred  Dennett  to  T.  F.  Marshall. 
Sept.  23.  Fred  Dennett  to  Henry  E.  Reed. 
Sept.  24.  Fred  Dennett  to  E.  J.  Turner. 
Nov.    3.  Fred  Dennett  to  Joe  Mitchell  Chappie. 
Nov.  16.  Fred  Dennett  to  Miss  Irene  Farup. 
Nov.  16.  Fred  Dennett  to  National  Organization  Alpha  Phi. 
Nov.  16.  Fred  Dennett  to  F.  P.  Knott.  * 

Nov.  18.  Fred  Dennett  to  F.  A.  Twichell. 
Nov.  21.  Fred  Dennett  to  Miss  Angier. 
Nov.  25.  Fred  Dennett  to  Samuel  M.  Croft. 
Nov.  27.  Fred  Dennett  to  S.  M.  Meek. 
Nov.  27.  Fred  Dennett  to  John  M.  Boutwell. 
Nov.  28.  Fred  Dennett  to  Mr.  Gardner. 
Nov.  28.  Fred  Dennett  to  Frank  H.  Hitchcock. 
Dec.     7.  Fred  Dennett  to  William  Loeb,  jr. 
Dec.   10.  Fred  Dennett  to  M.  H.  Brennan. 
Dec.   10.  Fred  Dennett  to  John  Burke. 
Dec.   15.  Fred  Dennett  to  E.  F.  Bladwin. 
Dec.   15.  Fred  Dennett  to  Emory  R.  Johnson. 
Dec.   18.  Fred  Dennett  to  H.  F.  Hunter. 
Dec.  26.  Fred  Dennett  to  Henry  B.  F.  Macfarland. 
Dec.   29.  Fred  Dennett  to  A.  G.  Elston. 
Dec.   29.  Fred  Dennett  to  E.  F.  Bladwin. 
Dec.  30.  Fred  Dennett  to  W.  W.  Washburn,  jr. 

1909. 

Jan.  18.  Fred  Dennett  to  Harry  F.  Hunter. 

Jan.  18.  Fred  Dennett  to  N.  0.  Young. 

Jan.  18.  Fred  Dennett  to  Thomas  Cooper. 

Jan.  22.  Fred  Dennett  to  Reed  Smoot. 

Jan.  26.  Fred  Dennett  to  R.  H.  Cameron. 

Jan.  26.  Fred  Dennett  to  C.  J.  Bonaparte. 

Jan.  27.  Fred  Dennett  to  F.  P.  Knott. 

Jan.  28.  Fred  Dennett  to  Ralph  H.  Cameron. 

Jan.  28.  Fred  Dennett  to  Frank  A.  Twichell. 

Feb.  2.  Fred  Dennett  to  Wm.  H.  Rideing. 

Feb.  15.  Fred  Dennett  to  C.  J.  Bonaparte. 

Feb.  16.  Fred  Dennett  to  Wm.  H.  Rideing. 

Feb.  20.  Fred  Dennett  to  J.  H.  Ballinger. 

Feb.  20.  Fred  Dennett  to  Percy  F.  Smith. 

Feb.  20.  Fred  Dennett  to  Frank  L.  Spalding. 


Fred  Dennett, 

Commi$noner. 


Feb.   25.  Fred  Dennett  to  E.  A.  Hartley. 
Feb.   26.  Fred  Dennett  to  Emory  R.  Johnson. 
Mar.     3.  Fred  Dennett  to  Bminard  Avery 
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Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  14, 1910. 

Schedule  of  papers  called  for  by  Senate  joint  committee  in  lists  dated  January  $9,  1910, 

and  February  1,  1910. 

Paragraph  *•    January  29.  1910. 

(h)  Daily  report  book  of  A.  R.  Bowman,  April  4,  1909,  to  June  30,  1909. 

(t)  Daily  report  book  of  Raymond  E.  Gery,  April  24, 1909,  to  June  30,  1909.  L.  R. 
Glavis,  November  1,  1906,  to  April  30,  1908.  Horace  T.  Jonea,  March  28,  1906,  to 
June  15,  1909.  Andrew  Kennedy,  January  25,  1908,  to  December  24,  1909.  S.  N. 
Stoner,  January  1,  1908,  to  June  30,  1909. 

Paragraph  9.  Carbon  copy  of  personal  letter  of  Louis  R.  Glavis  to  H.  H.  Schwartz, 
February  27,  1908,  at  Portland,  Oreg.  This  carbon  was  delivered  to  Agent  Christen- 
sen  by  Glavis  on  November  5,  1909,  and  Mr.  Schwartz  has  no  recollection  other  than 
this  of  the  letter. 

Paragraph  22.  Letter  from  United  States  Attorney  Elmer  E.  Todd  to  Louis  R. 
Glavis,  May  18,  1908. 


Washington,  D.  C,  February  14, 1910. 
Following  papers  received  from  the  Department  of  the  Interior  through  Mr.  Vertrees: 

(1)  Letter  of  R.  A.  Ballinger  to  register  and  receiver  United  States  land  office, 
Juneau,  Alaska,  December  23,  1908,  with  copy  of  letter  of  Commissioner  Dennett  to 
R.  A.  Ballinger,  December  17,  1908,  attached. 

(2)  Letter  of  Clarence  Cunningham  to  register  and  receiver  United  States  land 
office,  Juneau,  Alaska,  September  26,  1907. 

(3)  Letter  of  Clarence  Cunningham  to  P.  M.  Mullen,  Juneau,  Alaska,  December  11, 
1907. 

(4)  Telegram  from  Clarence  Cunningham  to  register  and  receiver  United  States 
land  office,  Juneau,  January  8,  1908. 

(5)  Letter  of  Clarence  Cunningham  to  J.  W.  Dudley,  March  10,  1908. 

(6)  Letter  of  Clarence  Cunningham  to  register  and  receiver  United  States  land 
office,  Juneau,  Alaska,  March  14,  1908. 

47)  Letter  of  Clarence  Cunningham  to  register  and  receiver  United  States  land 
ce,  March  19,  1908. 

(8)  Letter  of  Clarence  Cunningham  to  P.  M.  Mullen,  Juneau,  Alaska,  April  13, 1908. 

(9)  Letter  of  Clarence  Cunningham  to  J.  W.  Dudley,  Juneau,  Alaska,  May  9,  1908. 
Letter  of  James  D.  Finch  to  register  United  States  land  office,  June  3,  1908. 
Letter  of  Walter  M.  French  to  J.  W.  Dudley,  Juneau,  Alaska,  April  19, 1909. 
Letter  of  M.  A.  Green  to  Hon.  John  W.  Dudley,  Juneau,  Alaska,  January  7, 


Letter  of  M.  A.  Green  to  Hon.  John  W.  Dudley,  Juneau,  Alaska,  April  23, 1909. 
Letter  of  H.  R.  Harriman  to  Hon.  John  W.  Dudley,  United  States  land  office, 
«.d,  Alaska,  March  12,  1908. 

(15)  Letter  of  Arthur  D.  Jones  to  P.  M.  Mullen,  receiver  and  special  district  agent, 
United  States  land  office,  Juneau,  Alaska,  January  7, 1908. 

(16)  Letter  of  Arthur  D.  Jones  &  Co.  to  P.  M.  Mullen,  receiver,  United  States 
land  office,  Juneau,  Alaska,  January  11,  1908. 

(17)  Letter  of  Wendell  McLaughlin  to  recorder  United  States  land  office,  Juneau, 
Alaska,  December  31,  1906. 

(18)  Letter  of  Thomas  Payne  to  Hon.  John  W.  Dudley,  register,  United  States 
land  office,  Juneau,  Alaska,  August  3,  1907. 

(19)  Letter  of  Wm.  Sulzer  to  register,  general  land  office,  Juneau,  Alaska,  May  23, 
1908. 

(20)  Letter  (unsigned),  to  register  and  receiver,  land  office,  Juneau,  Alaska,  April  3, 
1908. 

(2i)  Letter  of  A.  H.  Wheatley  to  Hon.  P.  M.  Mullen,  receiver,  general  land  office, 
Juneau,  Alaska,  January  4,  1907. 

(22)  Letter  of  A.  H.  Wheatley  to  Hon.  P.  M.  Mullen,  receiver,  general  land  office, 
Juneau,  Alaska,  December  30,  1907. 

(23)  Letter  of  W.  S.  Yearsley  to  register,  land  office,  Juneau,  Alaska,  December  23, 
1907. 

(24)  Copy  of  letter  of  Clarence  Cunningham  to  register  and  receiver,  United  States 
land  office,  Juneau,  Alaska,  January  15,  1908. 
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Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  15,  19 h 

8&ieduU  of  papers  called  for  by  Senate  Joint  Committee  in  lists  dated  January  £9,  1\ 

and  February  1,  1910. 

Paragraph  3.  Original  letter  of  L.  R.  Glavis  to  Commissioner,  November  12, 1907, 
all  other  papers  relating  to  soldier's  additional  final  certificate  No.  69,  Juneau. 

Paragraph  4.  Daily  report  book  of  Agent  Horace  T.  Jones  from  June  16,  1909 
June  30,  1909. 

Paragraph  8.  Letters  and  papers  which  were  in  the  Juneau,  Alaska,  land  oi 
relating  to  the  Cunningham  claims: 

George  W.  H.  White,  April  20,  1905. 

Torger  A.  Feed,  June  1,  1905. 

A.  6.  Stracey,  June  3,  1905. 

Torger  A.  Feed,  June  4,  1905. 

A.  H.  Stracey,  June  12,  1905. 

A.  H.  Stracey,  June  12,  1905. 

A.  H.  Stracey,  June  12,  1905. 

Torger  A.  Feed,  June  19,  1905. 

W.  V.  Rinehart,  July  3,  1905. 

A.  H.  Stracey,  July  11,  1905. 

Torger  A.  Feed,  July  11,  1905. 

P.  L.  Petersen.  July  11,  1905. 

Torger  A.  Feed,  July  11,  1905. 

Waffred  Dalgren,  July  13,  1905. 

Torger  A.  Feed,  July  15,  1905. 

W.  V.  Rinehart,  July  17,  1905. 

W.  V.  Rinehart,  August  1,  1905. 

M.  A.  Green,  August  8,  1905. 

W.  V.  Rinehart,  August  9,  1905. 

Torger  A.  Feed,  August  15,  1905. 

W.  V.  Rinehart,  August  31,  1905. 

forger  A.  Feed,  September  2,  1905. 

W.  V.  Rinehart,  September  8,  1905. 

Charles  F.  Munday,  September  14, 1905. 

W.  V.  Rinehart,  October  6,  1905. 

C.  Christopher,  October  27,  1905. 

C.  Christopher,  November  1,  1905. 

S.  C.  Chezum,  October  30,  1905. 

J.  H.  Caldwell,  November  23,  1905. 

C.  Christopher,  December  7,  1903. 

A.  H.  Stracey,  December  12,  1905,  and  list  of  35  names. 

C.  Christopher,  January  10,  1908. 

C.  Christopher,  January  25,  1906. 

O.  L.  Willoughby,  February  18,  1907. 

M.  A.  Green,  February  19,  1907. 

W.  V.  Rinehart,  February  21,  1907. 
•  E.  J.  Rathbun,  February  25,  1907. 

E.  J.  Rathbun,  February  25,  1907. 

M.  A.  Green,  April  24,  1907. 

Morris  D.  Leehey,  May  16,  1907. 

E.  J.  Rathbun,  June  15,  1907. 

M.  A.  Green,  June  20,  1907. 

W.  V.  Rinehart,  August  2,  1907. 

Archie  W.  Shiels,  August  24,  1907. 

G.  T.  Barrett,  October  30,  1907. 

Phillip  McElhone,  May  1,  1908. 

Truman  G.  Palmer,  May  19,  1908. 

George  Simmonds,  May  22,  1908. 

E.  C.  Meare,  July  8,  1908. 

S.  C.  Chezum,  September  26,  1908. 

Charles  F.  Mundav,  December  17,  1908. 

M.  A.  Green,  December  26,  1908. 

Charles  F.  Munday,  March  31,  1909. 

\  O.  Morford,  April  2,  1909. 
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H.  Harriman,  April  2,  1909. 

Raymond  Brown,  May  13,  1909. 

Paragraph  14.  Original  report  of  H.  T.  Jones  to  L.  R.  Glavis,  dated  December 
2,  1907. 

Paragraph  17.  All  the  papers  relating  to  the  grants  of  rights  of  way  to  the  Des  Chutes 
River  Railroad  Companv,  including  land  office  papers  in  serial  The  Dalles  01309. 
These  papers  were  listed  on  February  1,  1910,  but  copies  of  the  entire  record  were 
made  to  be  retained  in  the  files  of  the  land  office,  and  such  copies  were  not  finished 
until  the  afternoon  of  February  14,  1910. 

The  Chairman.  As  some  of  the  members  of  the  committee  have 
engagements,  and  as  it  is  now  5  o'clock,  the  committee  will  adjourn 
until  to-morrow  at  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

(Accordingly,  at  5  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  joint  committee  adjourned 
until  to-morrow,  February  16,  1910,  at  2  o'clock  p.  m.) 


WEDNESDAY,  FEBRUARY  16,  1910. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the 

Interior  Department  and  Forestry  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C.y  February  16,  1910. 

The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department  met 
pursuant  to  adjournment  at  2  p.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Nelson  (chairman),  Flint,  Sutherland,  Root, 
Fletcher,  and  Purcell;  Representatives  Olmsted,  Denby,  Madison 
James,  and  Graham;  Mr.  Paul  Sleman,  secretary;  also  Mr.  Louis  D. 
Brandeis  and  Mr.  Joseph  P.  Cotton,  jr.,  representing  Mr.  Louis  R. 
Glavis;  also  Mr.  George  Wharton  Pepper,  representing  Mr.  Gifford 
Pinchot;  also  Messrs.  John  J.  Vertrees  and  Carl  Rasch,  representing 
Secretary  Ballinger;  also  Mr.  E.  C.  Finney. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  come  to  order.  A  quorum 
is  present  and  Mr.  Glavis  will  please  take  the  stand  and  the  cross- 
examination  will  proceed. 

LOUIS  E.  GLAVIS — Cross-examination  resumed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  were  asked  on  yesterday,  among 
other  things,  when  the  entrymen  of  the  Cunningham  group  entered 
and  put  up  their  money,  and  you  were  not  able  to  give  it  definitely. 
I  call  your  attention  to  page  175  of  Senate  Document  No.  248,  and 
ask  jou  if  it  does  not  state  there  exactly;  and  then  state,  that  it  may 
get  into  the  record,  just  when  they  did  that,  by  months;  you  need  not 
individualize. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  all  during  the  year  1907,  and  then  I  will 
give  it  by  months — February  26,  March  13 — do  you  want  the  numbers? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  just  the  months. 

Mr.  Graham.  1907,  the  second  column,  is  the  one,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  March  13,  1907 

The  Chairman.  I  should  think  that  it  would  be  sufficient  to  say 
that  that  is  a  correct  list,  and  put  it  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  will  be  sufficient,  if  he  says  so.  I  was  thinking 
that  if  he  brought  them  up  now  it  would  save  reference;  however,  I 
defer  to  the  wishes  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  I  only  make  that  suggestion  because  I  think  it 
would  shorten  it. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  There  is  only  April,  1907,  to  October,  19(K 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  There  are  three  in  October,  1907. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  all  the  others  are  in  April,  or  prioi 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  your  testimonv  you  have  spoken  of 
regarded  as  the  great  value  of  a  field  examination  of  the  AL 
erties,  particularly  the  Cunningham  group. 

Mr.  Ulavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  With  whom  did  that  idea  originate,  Mr. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  I  first  had  it  in  mind,  and 
Schwartz  and  I  discussed  it  afterwards. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that  you  might  say  that  it  originated 
might  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  not  sure  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  give  us  your  best  recollection  abou 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  I  recall  it,  I  suggested  the  field  examin 
letter  to  Mr.  Schwartz  written  in  February,  1908,  and  tl 
spring,  when  Mr.  Schwartz  was  out  there,  we  discussed  it  wl 
going  over  the  Cunningham  journal. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that  means  that  it  was  your  recollect 
originated  with  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.   ies,  sir;  I  am  not  positive  about  it,  thougl 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  know  you  are  not  positive;  I  said  you 
tion.  I  wanted  it  one  way  or  the  other.  Do  you  think  i 
did  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  look  at  pages  153  and  154  of  the  recc 
if  you  did  not  say  that  it  originated  with  Mr.  Schwartz, 
the  bottom  of  page  153  and  the  top  of  154  of  the  record 
document  but  tne  evidence.     I  always  refer  to  that  as  the  i 
to  the  other  as  the  Senate  document. 

Mr.  Glavis  (after  examining).  Well,  that  refers  to  the  coi 
that  we  had  in  the  spring,  but,  as  I  recollect  it,  I  wrote  him 
February. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  when  you  said  that  Mr.  Schwart2 
your  attention  the  necessity  of  oringing  out  this  particular 
did  not  mean  that  it  originated  with  him,  but  that  it  orgir 
you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  mean  that  it  did  at  that  time,  because  I 
distinctly  that  I  went  through  the  Cunningham  journal,  tha 
my  attention  to  how  the  field  examination  would  stren£ 
record  evidence ;  but  in  February,  before  I  had  secured  th< 
ham  journal,  I  think  I  wrote  him  then. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  did  not  ask  you  about  originating  at  an 
lar  time,  but  when  did  it  originate — meaning  the  first  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  time  it  entered  my  mind,  do  you 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  not  Mr.  Schwartz  suggest  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  think  I  wrote  him  in  Februa 
suggestion. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that  is  not  what  this  means  at  page  1 
►  Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  is.     I  suggested  that  at  that 

prior  to  that  conversation.     That  testimony  referred  to  a 
tion  at  a  later  date  than  February,  1908. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Where  is  that  letter  that  you  wrote? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  where  it  is. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  keep  a  copy  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  be  in  the  files,  I  think 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Vertrees,  that  is  one  of  the  letters  that  we 
called  for,  and  which  is  contained  in  the  list  furnished  on  February 
14,  1910,  and  referred  to  on  page  639  of  the  testimony.  I  think  it 
must  be  the  letter  of  February  27,  1908,  appearing  on  page  639.  If 
Mr.  Sleman  will  produce  that  package,  I  think  I  may  be  enabled  to 
find  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  he  concurred  with  you  then  as  to  the  neces- 
sity or  propriety  of  that  examination,  did  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.   xes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  in  point  of  fact,  is  it  not  true  that  Mr. 
Schwartz  had  the  further  idea  of  having  an  examination  of  that  land 
to  determine  whether  it  was  of  extraordinary  value  or  not  for  the 
purpose  of  withholding  it  from  all  persons  and  having  it  for  the  Gov- 
ernment; that  is,  for  the  Government's  purposes  on  the  Pacific 
coast? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  that  I  recall. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Please  look  at  page  622  of  Senate  document. 
There  is  a  memorandum  of  April  23,  1908.  There  appears  a  letter 
under  date  of  April  8  to  Mr.  James  R.  Garfield,  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, to  which  there  is  attached  a  memorandum.  But  the  memo- 
randum, as  printed,  precedes  the  letter.     Does  he  not  there  say: 

Chief  of  Field  Division  Glavis,  Portland,  Oreg.,  has  advised  this  office  that  he  will 
in  a  few  days  submit  adverse  reports  against  the  Cunningham  group  of  entries.  If  his 
report  warrants  adverse  action  and  there  is  no  legislation  curing  the  irregularities 
charged,  I  advise  that  one  or  two  of  our  coal  experts  examine  these  lands  at  once,  to 
the  end  that  if  the  Cunningham  group  of  entries  are  canceled  for  fraud  the  lands  may  at 
once  be  reserved  from  other  disposition  till  such  time  as  the  Government  may  deter* 
mine  whether  it  is  desirablp  to  retain  those  coal  fields  for  government  purposes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  was  your  question?     *      -.    f    IP 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  say,  did  not  Mr.  Schwartz  write  that  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  appears  so  from  this  record,  but  this  is  the  first  time 
that  I  have  read  that  memorandum. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  had  the  record  all  the  time,  have  you 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  wish  it  understood  now — if  you  are 
under  any  misapprehension  about  it — that  I  have  not  gone  through 
this  record  at  all ;  that  is  but  very  little  of  it.  I  have  read  some  of  the 
explanations  to  the  President,  and  referred  to  it  a  lot,  but  I  have  not 
gone  through  it  minutelv. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  nave  now  read  it,  and  does  it  not  indicate,  so 
far  as  it  indicates  anything  to  your  mind,  now  that  you  have  read  it, 
that  Mr.  Schwartz  had  in  mind  the  purpose  not  of  passing  this  land 
to  the  Cunningham  group  by  any  sort  of  oblique  way,  but  really  of 
preserving  it  for  the  Government? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  appears  so  from  this. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  he  also  had  said  to  you  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  the  field  examination  in  the  matter  of  contesting  the 
Cunningham  claims? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  you  applied  01 
of  July  to  Mr.  Schwartz  for  instruments  and  supplies  in  o: 
this  trip  might  be  made 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Vertrees,  would  vou  like  to  have  this 
February  27,  1908,  before  you  proceed? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  vou  liave  it;  vos,  sir. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  has  been  produced  by  the  clerk. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  just  read  it.     It  is  as  follows: 

A. 

Portland,  Oreg.,  February 

Dear  Schwartz:  While  in  San  Francisco  I  had  the  pleasure  of  meeti 
Doyle  and  during  the  few  days  we  were  together  I  could  readily  see  why 
so  much  of  him.  Doyle  has  given  me  a  great  deal  of  information  cone 
Alaska  coal  cases,  especially  She  Cunningham  group,  in  Spokane.  lie  i 
Cunningham  and  several  others  associated  with  him  nad  shown  him  bluep 
coal  fields,  and  from  what  they  told  him  he  was  convinced  that  they  ha 
$5,000  worth  of  work  upon  each  claim,  having  only  improved  one  or  two  < 
that  the  improvements  which  they  had  made  did  not  amount  to  a  great  < 
puts  a  different  phase  on  the  cases,  and  while  I  shall  proceed  to  Spokane  i 
as  directed,  it  will  now  be  inadvisable  to  approve  the  entries  for  patent,  ei 
unable  to  collect  sufficient  evidence  to  prove  the  conspiracy  at  this  tim 
field  investigation  must  be  made. 

Doyle  is  anxious  to  accompany  me  to  Alaska,  and  owing  to  the  short  seai 
have  to  make  the  field  investigations  of  the  large  number  of  entries,  I  wish 
assign  him  to  report  for  duty  to  me  on  May  1,  in  order  that  he  may  acco: 
party. 

I  understand  that  Marshall  is  not  going  to  return  to  Oakland.  Moore,  i 
acting  chief,  would  make  a  very  good  chief  of  field  division,  being  familii 
conditions  in  both  States,  and  is  a  very  energetic  and  competent  man. 

I  wrote  Dennett  the  other  day  in  retard  to  various  matters,  the  most  in 
which  was  the  fact  that  I  had  learned  that  Mclnery  was  receiving  a  larger  t 
the  other  chiefs,  and  asked  him  to  give  me  $2,400 — not  upon  the  ground 
worth  more,  or  that  I  am  as  competent  as  Mclnery,  but  upon  the  ground  1 
the  increase  is  made,  my  expenses  while  working  on  the  Alaska  coal  cases, 
while  in  Alaska,  would  he  so  much  greater  than  tnat  of  the  other  chiefs  that 
ment  would  be  in  a  way  a  demotion. 
Sincerely,  yours, 

Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz, 

General  Land  Office ,  Washington,  D.C. 

Now,  you  say  in  this  letter  that — 

Doyle  is  anxious  to  accompany  me  to  Alaska,  and  owing  to  the  short  seai 
have  to  make  the  field  investigations  of  the  large  number  of  entries,  I  wish 
assign  him  to  report  for  duty  to  me  on  May  1,  in  order  that  he  may  accoi 
party. 

This  letter  indicates,  does  it  not,  that  you  yourself  were 
make  the  field  investigations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  going  to  Alaska  on  some *"  • 

The  Chairman.  That  does  not  answer  the  question.  Jus 
it  first  and  then  explain  it  afterward. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Suppose  I  read  you  the  language  again  e^ 
it  is  here: 

Doyle  it*  very  anxious  to  accompany  me  to  Alaska,  and  owing  to  the  si 
we  will  have  to  make  the  field  investigations  of  the  large  number  of  entr 
you  would  assign  him  to  report  for  duty  to  me  on  May  1 ,  in  order  that  he  n 
pany  the  party. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  like  to  explain  that  answer. 
t$Mr.  Graham.  The  Chairman  told  you  to. 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  I  wrote  that  letter  I  intended  to  go  to  Alaska, 
and  intended  to  go  through  there  and  see  the  Alaska  coal  claimants. 
I  was  not  familiar  then,  as  much  as  I  am  now,  with  the  conditions, 
and  I  thought  there  were  a  great  many  more  of  the  claimants  up 
there  and  tnat  there  would  be  probably  more  evidence  available  in 
the  towns  than  I  found  afterwards,  and  I  intended  to  go  up  there  for 
that  purpose;  also,  if  possible,  to  go  on  the  field.  I  was  anxious  to 
see  the  coal,  if  possible. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  point  I  wish  to  draw  your  attention  to  is  this: 
That  letter  to  Mr.  Schwartz  indicates  that  Air.  Doyle  was  to  go  with 
you,  that  you  and  he  can  personally  make  the  field  examination. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  as  it  reads  there,  it  would  appear  so.  I  wanted 
him  to  accompany  me  would  sound  that  way — but  that  is  not  what  I 
intended. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  sounds  that  way,  but  it  means  something  else. 
Is  that  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  if  I  had  had  the  opportunity  I  would  have  gone 
up  there  in  the  coal  field,  too. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  To  make  the  field  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  go  up  there  out  of  curiosity  more  than  anything 
else. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  point  is,  are  you  not  saying  there  that  you 
yourself  are  going  to  make  these  field  examinations?  Is  that  not 
what  that  says? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  sounds  that  way,  but  it  was  not  in  my  mind. 
I  did  not  intend  to  convey  the  impression  to  Mr.  Schwartz  that  I 
felt  competent  to  make  a  field  examination  and  testify  as  an  expert. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  Mr.  Doyle  a  coal  expert? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  but  he  was  a  man  who  had  had  mining  ex- 

Krience;  he  had  been  connected  with  mines  for  years,  and  also  had 
en  operating  a  mine  in  the  Coeur  d'Alene  district,  or  was  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  that  experience  sufficient  to  make  you  believe 
that  he  was  sufficiently  expert  to  make  this  coal  investigation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  but  he  was  to  assist  Mr.  Andrew  Kennedy, 
who  was  a  coal  expert,  and  I  felt  that  both  of  them,  with  varied 
experience,  would  make  a  very  good  combination. 

The  Chairman.  I  suggest  that  letter  be  marked  "Exhibit  A,"  the 
one  just  read. 

(The  letter  is  accordingly  marked.) 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So,  although  you  requested  Mr.  Doyle  should  be 
assigned  to  report  for  duty  to  go  with  you,  it  was  not  because  he  was 
an  expert? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  because  he  was  a  mining  expert,  not 
because  he  was  a  coal  expert. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  mean  you  were  going  there,  and  the  field  exami- 
nation that  you  were  going  to  make  of  these  properties  was  for  coal, 
was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  not  only  as  to  the  coal  being  there,  but  also 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  attempts  were  being  made  to  mine  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  Mr.  Glavis,  let  us  understand  that  now— and 
I  am  going  to  keep  questioning  you  until  we  do  find  out  just  how  it  is. 
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You  have  previously  stated  to  this  committee  that  the  reaso; 
you  did  not  go  there  was  because  you  were  not  an  expert  am 
you  did  not  feel  yourself  competent  to  make  the  field  examii 
did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Vektrees.  Now,  I  want  to  know  if  Mr.  Doyle  had  suf 
experience  to  make  him  a  competent  expert  to  go  there  fo 
purpose  t 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir;  he  was,  if  he  went  there  in  connect  ioi 
Andrew  Kennedy,  who  was  going  to  accompany  the  party, 

Mr,  Vertrees.  1  did  not  ask  you  about  Andrew  Kennedy; 
asking  you  about  Mr.  Doyle  and  his  capacity — whether  this 
case  in  whicli  you  and  Doyle,  because  he  was  an  expert,  were 
to  examine  it  or  not? 

Mr.  Gravis.  I  do  not  say  in  the  letter  that  Mr.  Doyle  and  I 
were  going. 

Mr.  Vertrees,  I  know  you  do  not ;  but  I  am  asking,  though 
you  had  mentioned  Mr,  Doyle,  why  you  wanted  him  to  go? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  he  was  a  mining  man,  a  mining  pros 
and  operator  of  mines,  and  I  felt  that  in  examining  the  mines 
coal  land  the  testimony  as  to  the  improvements  would  be  val 
showing  that  there  was  an  understanding,  and  that  they  were  w 
them  jointly;  that  the  improvements  were  being  made  with  th 
in  view. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  recurring  to  the  letter,  did  you  not  r 
that  he  be  sent  to  you  to  report  by  May  1 ,  because  of  the  short] 
the  season  in  whicli  you  would  have  to  make  the  field  invest ig 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  At  this  time  "I  thought  the  conditio 
Alaska  would  permit  a  field  investigation  about  the  1st  of  Ma 
after  I  made  a  trip  up  there  and  found  the  conditions  to  be  i 
learned  that  I  was  mistaken, 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  find  on  page  282  of  Senate  Document  No. 
telegram  from  you,  dated  Julv  6,  addressed  to  the  commissione; 
the  Geological  Survey — or  rather  that  they  be  requested  to — "f 
plane  table  outfit,  consisting  of  large  table  traverse  board,  one  t 
two  aneroid,  one  alidade,  six  sheets  of  celluloid  paper,  for  exami 
Alaska ;Coal  fields.     Ship  same  hy  express  at  once." 

You  sent  that,  did  you  not? 

Mr,  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  for  Special  Agent  S,  N,  Ston< 
Andrew  Kennedy,  who  were  going  to  leave  on  the  16th, 

Mr, '^Vertrees,  On  July  7,  1909,  did  not  Mr.  Schwartz  reply 

You  are  authorized  to  spend  not  to  exceed  $300  in  the  purchases  of  the  sur 
other  supplies  mentioned  in  your  telegram  of  July  6.  Geological  Survey  can 
nish  suitable  instruments. 

Mr,  Glavjs.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now  look  on  page  52.5  of  Senate  Document  N 
Mr.  Glavis.  There  is  a  telegram  there,  dated  July  6, 1909,  from ; 
the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  in  which  you  advi 
that  testimony  can  be  taken  according  to  the  previous  not 
instructions  that  were  given,  but  which  telegram  concludes: 

Government's  case  would  be  much  strengthened  by  awaiting  result  of  invest 
in  Alaska, 


You  sent  that,  did  you  not? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Yertrees.  Now  look  at  page  18  of  this  volume,  Senate  Docu- 
ment No.. 248.  In  that  letter  of  July  8,  1909,  did  you  not  write  to 
the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  as  follows: 

The  necessity  for  such  field  examinations,  showing  that  the  claims  have  been 
worked  with  a  view  to  the  consolidation  thereof  and  of  the  mining  and  marketing  of 
the  coal  for  the  benefit  of  the  claimants  with  the  intention  to  form  a  company,  is 
perfectly  apparent  to  you,  since  your  office  verbally  instructed  me  in  the  past  that 
such  evidence  would  be  very  material  and  would  strengthen  the  Government's  cases. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Yertrees.  So  they  had  given  you  that  instruction  that  that 
would  be  material  and  would  greatly  strengthen  the  Government's 
case,  had  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  conversation  I  have  just  referred 
to  with  Mr.  Schwartz  when  he  examined  the  Cunningham  journal. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now  look  at  page  525  of  that  document,  Senate 
Document  No.  248,  and  you  will  see  that  there  is  a  telegram  pur- 
porting to  come  from  Mr.  Schwartz,  dated  July  17,  1909,  and  ad- 
dressed to  you  at  Seattle,  in  which  he  states,  among  other  things,  as 
follows: 

Have  this  day  wired  Sheridan  as  follows:  "Your  instructions  Cunningham  case 
modified.  You  will  proceed  to  Seattle,  taking  complete  charge  of  case,  with  author- 
ity to  call  for  any  agents  or  assistance  necessary  to  bring  case  to  prompt  hearing  and 
close." 

Now,  resuming,  he  says: 

You  will  render  Sheridan  every  assistance.  Meantime  continue  investigations. 
Case  already  consumed  more  time  and  expense  of  men  than  any  other  case  pending. 
Investigation  can  not  proceed  indefinitely.  Results  of  pending  investigation  in 
Alaska  will  go  into  record  before  concluding  hearings. 

BrDid  not  Mr.  Schwartz  send  you  that,  and  did  you  not  receive  that 
telegram? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Yertrees.  Look  at  Senate  document,  page  530,  and  see  if 
Mr.  Sheridan  was  not  notified  July  21  to  the  same  effect.  It  is  in 
the  latter  part  of  the  communication  to  Mr.  Schwartz;  it  is  rather 
a  long  communication,  giving  Mr.  Sheridan  his  instructions.  At  the 
end]pf  that  letter  of  instructions  this  appears: 

I  am  unable  to  agree  with  Mr.  Gla vis's  letter  of  July  8,  that  the  physical  examina- 
tion of  these  coal  properties  in  Alaska  is  necessary  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  taking 
of  evidence  on  the  question  of  the  good  faith  and  bona  fides  of  the  entrymen.  He  has 
already  been  advised  that,  whatever  the  result  of  these  examinations,  there  will  be 
opportunity  given  to  get  such  results  in  the  record  in  the  hearings. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  read  this  for  the  purpose  of  asking  you  if 
you  were  not  specially  informed,  according  to  these  telegrams,  and 
if  Mr.  Sheridan,  who  was  then  there,  was  not  also  informed  that  the 
result  of  these  field  examinations  of  the  Cunningham  land  claims  in 
Alaska  would  certainly  be  put  in  the  record  before  the  hearing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Before  the  hearing? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir;  before  the  conclusion  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  very  point  on  which  I  could 
not  agree  with  the  office.  I  felt  that  they  should  be  put  in  first,  and 
not  put  in  afterwards,  for  the  reason  that  I  felt  that  ii  we  could  make 
out  a  prima  facie  case  by  the  field  examination  and  a  record  evidence, 
without  using  at  all  the  affidavits  of  the  claimants  themselves,  we 
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would  be  in  a  much  better  position  and  a  much  stronger  pos 
because  then  we  could  use  tne  affidavits  that  I  had  secured  i 
cross-examination  of  the  claimants  themselves,  who  would  hav< 
to  have  gone  on  the  stand  in  their  own  defense. 

Mr.  Vertree8.  What  do  you  mean  by  record  evidence? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  be  hard  to  list  them  all,  but  it  wa 
Cunningham  journal  arid  the  report  of  Hawkins,  and  then  ther 
quite  a  number  of  circular  letters  and  statements. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  do  you  call  the  affidavits  that  you 
Do  you  call  them  record  evidence  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  record  evidence,  but  that  is  the 
which  I  did  not  want  to  put  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  what  you  wanted,  but  what 
things  are. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  affidavit  is  the  record  evidence. 

Mr.  Graham.  Just  one  moment.     The  answer  stopped  at  a 
which,  from  what  the  witness  has  said,  clearly  makes  him  say  wb 
does  not  mean  to  say.     Mr.  Glavis,  if  you  nave  any  explanati 
make  in  connection  with  your  answer,  we  would  like  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  affidavits  would  be  considered  record  evid 
but  it  was  my  intention  to  withhold  those  affidavits  and  not  file 
in  presenting  and  making  our  case  against  the  claimants  in  ordei 
we  could  use  them  in  cross-examination  of  the  claimants,  who  ^ 
have  had  to  have  gone  on  the  stand  to  have  made  any  defense  i 
if  we  could  make  a  prima  facie  case  from  the 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  not  know,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  those  ex 
affidavits  that  you  and  the  others  had  been  taking  would  n< 
admissible  in  the  final  hearing  before  the  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  think  they  could  have  been  used  to  im] 
any  statements  to  the  contrary  that  they  might  have  made  a 
hearing.     It  would  have  tended  to  have  discredited  their  testin 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  on  cross-examination  to  impeacl 
witnesses.     That  is  all,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  It  would  tend  to  discredit  any  state 
the  claimants  might  make  to  the  contrary;  and  if  they  made  the 
statements  that  they  made  in  the  affidavits,  then  the  statement  \ 
cancel  the  claim. 

Mr.  James.  If  those  affidavits  were  not  evidence  for  any  pui 
then  you  would  not  have  been  ready  for  trial  at  all,  would  you 

Mr!  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  They  were  not  admissible  as  original  evidence? 
do  not  claim  that,  do  you — ex  parte  affidavits? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  trial  that  they  had,  yes,  sir;  in  Seattle. 
Sheridan  introduced  them  in  evidence  before  he  closed  his  case. 

Mr.  Madison.  As  original  testimony? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  I  will  recur  to  the  question  I  asked 
Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Madison.  Let  me  ask  about  Mr.  Sheridan.     Do  you  wan 
committee  to  understand  we  ought  to  take  him  as  a  criterion 
authority  as  to  matters  of  that  Kind? 

h  Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  am  merely  stating  what  they  did; 
was  all. 
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Mr.  Madison.  But  you  regarded  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  as  a 
ridiculous  proposition? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  not  an  attorney,  but  the  experience  I  have  had, 
the  little  experience  I  have  had  in  it,  I  did  not  think  it  was  proper. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  is  what  I  was  asking  you,  as  to  whether  or  not 
you  wanted  the  committee  to  understand  what  Sheridan  did.  We 
nave  understood  your  comment  in  regard  to  Sheridan  indicated  that 
you  did  not  think  he  was  much  of  a  lawyer. 

Mr.  James.  Your  position  was,  in  proceeding  with  these  cases,  that 
you  could  not  introduce  this  as  original  testimony,  and,  therefore, 
you  wanted  to  make  out  a  prima  facie  case  from  the  records  and  field 
examinations  and  force  unfriendly  witnesses  on  the  stand,  so  that 
you  might  cross-examine  them  as  to  their  affidavits? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  To  make  a  case  at  all  with  the  evidence  we  had, 
we  would  have  had  to  call  the  claimants.  In  my  opinion,  anyway, 
we  would  have  had  to  call  the  claimants  as  our  witnesses. 

Mr.  Graham.  In  chief? 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  misunderstand;  that  is,  make  hostile  witnesses  for 
the  Government. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Let  me  understand  you.  Did  you  expect 
that  the  field  examination  would  make  out  a  prima  facie  case  of  a 
combination  between  the  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Coupled  with  the  other  record  evidence  tending  to 
prove  that,  I  thought  it  would. 

Senator  Sutherland.  You  thought  it  would  make  out  a  prima 
facie  case  of  that  character  and  then  put  them  on  their  proof  to  the 
contrarv? 

Mr.  (jlavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  And  then  use  the  affidavits  against  them  in  cross- 
examination  if  they  departed  from  the  statement  in  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  my  idea  of  handling  it. 

Mr.  Vertree8.  Now,  to  go  back  to  my  question,  Mr.  Glavis,  what 
do  you  mean  by  record  evidence?  You  speak  of  record  evidence  in 
these  reports. 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  which  report? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Oh,  various  reports.  When  you  speak  of  record 
evidence  what  do  you  mean  by  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  mean — it  depends  in  what  sense  I  use  it  in — 
of  course  record  evidence  ordinarily  is  the  affidavit  and  anything  else 
that  is  a  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  want  to  get  at.  what  you  understood 
by  record  evidence.  When  you  were  reporting,  did  not  vou  mean 
any  documents  you  had,  any  papers  you  nad,  and  any  affidavits  you 
had  on  these  people  that  you  nad  taken  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  I  had  put  in — when  I  mention  that  in  the 
Cunningham  case. 

Mr.  \ertrees.  Yes;  in  any. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  take  the  affidavits  for  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  use  as  evidence,  but  not  to  use  in  the  cases  in  chief 
unless  it  was  necessary. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Who  were  you  going  to  examine  in  chief?  Now, 
when  the  claimants  have  gone  so  far  as  to  enter  the  land,  pay  the 
money,  get  their  certificate*,  the  burden  of  proof  was  on  the  Govern- 
ment then,  was  it  not? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  Government  had  to  make  out  its  case  ft 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  were  you  all  proposing  to  do  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Just  as  I  outline  here — put  in  the  Cunnin 
journal.  It  is  contained  on  the  first  page  in  a  memo  of  agree: 
and  each  succeeding  page  shows  that  they  were  carrying  ov 
understanding  as  stated  m  the  first  page  of  that  journal.  Then 
was  a  report  of  an  expert  named  Hawkins,  who  went  up  there  i 
request  of  Cunningham,  or  the  Cunningham  claimants,  and  m 
report  as  to  how  they  could  best  mine  the  coal  as  a  whole,  and  th 
of  a  railroad  for  hauling  the  coal.  Then  there  were  some  ci 
letters  that  went  further  to  show  that,  but  I  do  not  recall  them 
there  were  statements  and  circular  letters  like  any  other  con 
would  send  to  people  interested.  If  that  field  examination  si 
that  they  had  actually,  on  the  ground,  carried  out  that  idea, 
then  that  that  would  be  a  prima  facie  case,  that  there  was  a 
bination  of  persons  trying  to  secure  more  coal  lands  than  was  al 
under  the  law. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Just  leave  out  of  view  the  Cunningham  grot 
want  to  get  at  the  procedure  on  the  part  of  the  special  agent, 
leave  out  the  group  where  there  had  been  a  tunnel,  and  on  c< 
under  these  numerous  affidavits  that  you  were  around  taking- 
would  be  the  procedure  in  respect  to  the  affidavits  with  reg« 
that  class  of  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  the  facts  in  each  case — of  course,  we  woi 

Governed  by  the  facts  in  each  group — there  was  another  £ 
fakey  group  and  a  McAlpine  and  the  Bushnell  group.  That  \* 
incorporated  coal  company  called  "The  Michigan- Alaska  De^ 
ment  Company."  Ordinarily  we  would  not  have  to  depend  01 
case  on  the  affidavits. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  not  my  question  at  all,  Mr.  Glavis. 
asking  as  to  the  general  rule  in  that  class  of  cases  of  the  use  you 
of  affidavits.     How  were  they  expected  to  be  used  in  that  cl 
cases,  and  why  were  they  taken  ? 

Mr.  Glavis?  The  affidavits  of  the  claimants  themselves? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  the  claimants  themselves. 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  nearly  always  use  those  to  cross-examin 
claimant  when  he  goes  on  the  stand.  Last  year  I  had  a  t 
trespass  case  where  the  defendant  had  been  placed  on  the  stanc 
where  I  had  secured  their  affidavits  before  they  were  indictee 
Mr.  Rasch  had  used  the  affidavits  to  cross-examine  the  witness 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Oh,  of  course 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  our  object  in  taking  affidavits. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Just  merely  for  purposes  of  cross-examinati 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  to  get  at  the  facts,  of  course,  as  t 
situation. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Isn't  this  the  way  you  handle  these  cases 
and  why  you  took  those  affidavits?  •  You  took  these  affidavit 
used  them  as  confessions  against  the  parties,  and  when  the  qu 
was  brought  up  for  determination  before  the  register  and  receive 
of  your  agents  would  appear  with  these  statements  and  saj 
this  man  admitted  thus  and  so  to  me,  and  take  the  stand,  sweai 
and  produce  these  papers? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  after  the  man  had  gone  on  the  stand  and 
denied  it,  if  he  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  the  man  in  the  case  I  have  put,  who  has  com- 
pleted his  entry — it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  do  that.  The  burden 
of  proof  was  on  the  Government,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was;  but  if  it  had  been  necessary  for  them  to  go 
on  the  stand  to  make  any  defense  at  all,  if  we  could  make  a  prima 
facie  case  without  using  any  affidavit,  it  would  have  strengthened 
the  Government's  case  a  good  deal  more  to  use  those  affidavits  to 
tend  to  impeach  and  discredit  his  testimony,  or  their  testimony, 
when  they  went  on  in  defense,  than  it  would  to  produce  them  at 
first. 

Mr.  Vertree8.  Well,  isn't  this  true,  Mr.  Glavis,  and  wasn't  it  the 
practice  of  your  people  that  the  agent  who  took  these  statements 
would  be  put  on  the  stand  in  the  first  case  to  make  a  prima  facie 
case,  and  that  was  the  regular  course  of  procedure,  that  he  would 
take  the  stand  and  testify  that  he  had  seen  such  and  such  a  claimant 
and  that  the  claimant  had  told  him  thus  and  so,  either  verbally  or  in 
writing;  is  not  that  the  way  yoju  handled  it  and  what  you  took  those 
affidavits  for? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  we  did  not  usually  do  that.  We  might  have 
done  that  in  some  cases.  I  don't  think  in  my  division  that  they 
often  did.  We  did  that  probably  in  a  few  cases;  when  we  had  no 
other  evidence  and  were  hard  pressed  to  make  a  prima  facie  case  we 
have  done  it,  but  when  we  could  make  a  prima  facie  case  without  it 
it  would  not  be  good  policy  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  is  not  this  true,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  very  fact, 
that  was  in  the  nature  of  a  confession  or  admission  in  the  affidavit, 
could  be  proven  as  such  by  the  special  agent  that  took  it,  without 
resorting  to  the  affidavit — put  him  on  the  stand  and  say  that  he 
admitted  thus  and  so  to  me  at  such  and  such  a  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  that  would  be  probably  so;  I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Didn't  you  all  do  it  that  way?  Wasn't  that  the 
regular  way? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  did  it  when  it  was  necessary,  but  when  we  had  a 
strong  case  that  did  not  require  that,  we  never  did  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  comes  to  this:  If  vou  could  prove  the  case  with- 
out the  agent  taking  the  stand,  he  didn't,  but  if  you  could  not,  then 
the  agent,  the  one  who  got  these  affidavits,  took  the  stand  and  said 
that  the  man  had  admitted  thus  and  so  to  him.  Did  not  you  get 
the  affidavits  for  that  purpose?     Was  not  that  the  way  you  did  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Which  affidavit? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  affidavits  of  the  claimants. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  which  claimants? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  claimants  in  general,  Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  It  depended  entirely  upon  the  other  evidence 
we  got  as  to  how  we  would  determine  to  use  the  affidavits  of  the 
claimants. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  I  did  understand  you  to  say  this,  that  the 
difference  right  there  that  arose  was  one  of  procedure;  that  you 
thought  so  far  as  you  were  concerned  you  ought  to  hear  from  Alaska 
the  result  of  those  field  examinations  before  you  took  the  depositions 
of  witnesses. 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  Cunningham  case? 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  In  the  Cunningham  case. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  office  here  thought  that  that  was  not  nece 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  was  their  idea  about  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  there  is  another  reason  in  this  part 
Cunningham  case,  too;  and  that  is  the  fact  that  that  affidavi 
pared  by  Judge  Ballinger  for  Clarence  Cunningham  was  prepare 
was  submitted  with  a  view  of  discrediting  the  affidavit  we  had 
in  the  Cunningham  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  are  now  lugging  in  the  reason  why  yoi 
the  opinion  you  did.  What  I  want  to  know  is,  not  what  you 
sons  were  but  if  this  was  not  the  situation,  that  the  differenc 
that  you  thought  that  the  depositions  of  the  witnesses  shoul 
be  taken  until  after  you  had  neard  from  Alaska,  until  after 
experts  had  reported  on  the  situation  there,  and  the  land 
thought  differently  and  thought  you  ought  to  proceed  with  thi 
ing  of  depositions  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  that  affidavit  that  I  referred  to  i 
answer  above  was  one  of  the  reasons  which  made  me  have 
opinion. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now  I  am  not  asking  you  for  your  opinion  01 
reasons 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  want  to  explain. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Have  I  said  you  are  wrong  or  you  are  right 
you  will  just  answer  my  question  we  will  get  along. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  vou  ought  to  try  to  answer  the  que 

Mr.  Graham.  I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  a  little  too 
lecturing  and  fault-finding  with  the  witness. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  not  aware  of  that  fact. 

Mr.  Graham.  It  strikes  me  differently. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  sorry  to  differ  with  you. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  would  like  to  say  in  that  connection — of  c< 
it  is  far  beyond  my  province  to  lecture  a  witness  who  is  befoi 
committee,*  and  I  will  not  attempt  to  do  that.  But  I  submit, 
all  respect  to  him,  that  I  am  entitled  to  answers  to  my  ques 
and  it  is  not  fair  to  me  for  the  witness  when  he  makes  a 
swer  to  lug  in  an  argument  every  time  to  destroy  the  eSt 
what  he  may  think  I  am  driving  at. 

Mr.  Graham.  In  order  to  reacn  that  situation,  Mr.  Chairman, 

6 est  that  an  appeal  be  made  to  the  chair  rather  than  a  contro 
etween  Mr.  V  ertrees  and  the  witness. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed,  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  will  permit  me  to  request 
when  I  ask  you  a  question,  to  please  answer  that  question  and  no 
anything  unless  it  is  necessary  to  explain  the  answer  which  is  g 
I  will  be  greatly  obliged  if  you  will  do  that  for  me. 

Now,  to  go  back  to  it.  What  I  wish  to  know  is  this :  Whether  < 
this  was  the  situation  at  the  time  we  had  been  speaking  of  up  t 
whether  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  between  you  anc 
Schwartz,  your  chief — that  you  were  of  the  opinion  that  the  taki 
the  evidence,  of  the  hearings,  as  you  all  call  tnem,  should  not  pr< 
with  the  witnesses  in  the  United  States,  until  after  you  had  recei 
report  from  the  Alaska  field  investigations;  and,  upon  the  other] 
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if  Mr.  Schwartz,  acting  assistant  commissioner,  was  not  of  the  opinion 
that  you  ought  to  go  ahead  and  examine  the  witnesses  in  the  United 
States,  without  waiting  for  the  report  from  those  experts  who  had 
gone  to  Alaska?    Wasn't  that  the  difference  between  you  then? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Now,  the  witnesses  they  had,  I  would  like  to 
be  understood,  were  only  the  claimants  themselves,  except  as  to  the 
identification  by  Mr.  Jones  and  myself  of  the  documentary  evidence 
we  had  secured. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  by  identification  you  mean  for  you  and  Mr. 
Jones  to  swear  to  the  affidavit  you  had  taken? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  That  was  undoubtedly  Mr.  Schwartz's  view  ot 
the  case  that  we  should  call  the  claimants 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Allow  him  to  finish? 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  I  did  not  think  it  ought  to  be  done  that  way. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  you  have  spoken  of  Mr.  Schwartz's  view. 
I  will  ask  you  if  Mr.  Schwartz  did  not  state  his  view  to  the  gentleman 
then  associated  with  you ;  that  is  to  say,  Mr.  Sheridan,  in  a  letter  dated 
July  21    1909? 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  that;  on  what  page? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Senate  document,  page  530,  is  the  part  I  would 
refer  to.     In  that  part  of  the  letter  which  says : 

I  am  unable  to  agree  with  Mr.  Glavis's  letter  of  July  8,  that  the  physical  examination 
of  these  coal  properties  in  Alaska  is  necessary  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  taking  of 
evidence  on  the  question  of  the  good  faith  ana  bona  fides  of  the  entrymen.  He  has 
already  been  advised  that,  whatever  the  result  of  these  examinations,  there  will  be 
opportunity  given  to  get  such  results  in  the  record  of  the  hearings. 

In  other  words,  was  not  Mr.  Schwartz's,  as  acting  assistant  commis- 
sioner, position  this:  That  so  far  as  the  examination  of  these  claimants 
was  concerned,  the  question  was  as  to  their  good  faith  and  bona  fides 
when  they  undertook  to  make  these  entries;  and  that  he  thought  jrou 
ought  to  proceed  with  examination  of  these  witnesses,  without  waiting 
for  the  report  of  the  result  of  the  physical  examination? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  that  was  just  the  point  I  differed  with 
him  on.  I  did  not  think  that  we  ought  to  use  the  claimants,  who 
were  hostile  witnesses,  as  government  witnesses,  if  we  could  do  it 
without. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  had  statements  there  from  every  one  of 
them,  did  you  not;  that  you  or  some  other  agent  had  taken? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  all  of  them  were  not  favorable,  as  I 
recall  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  that,  whether  they 
were  favorable  or  unfavorable,  but  just  whether  you  had  them. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  don't  know  whether  we  have  one  from  every  one,  but 
I  am  inclined  to  think  we  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  hadn't  Mr.  Schwartz  advised  you  exactly 
what  he  here  advises  Mr.  Sheridan;  that  is,  that  whatever  the  result 
of  the  examinations — the  field  examinations  in  Alaska — should  be, 
that  there  would  be  an  opportunity  given  to  get  such  results  in  the 
record  of  the  hearings? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Told  you  both  that?  So  the  whole  question,  then, 
was  not  so  much  as  to  whether  you  should  proceed,  but  as  to  the 
way  in  which  you  should  proceed?     You  yourself  suggested  "I  think 
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it  advisable  not  to  take  the  depositions  of  witnesses  in  the  U 
States  or  to   proceed  with   these  hearings   until  after  the  ex 
have  reported  on  the  Alaska  lands;"  but  Mr.  Schwartz,  the 
thought  differently — is  that  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  A  little  louder,  please. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  was  not  a  question  of  Mr.  Schwartz  tryii 
rush  the  thing  through,  and  not  put  in  the  Alaska  evidence,  wi 

Mr.  Glavis.  No. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  it  not  a  fact  he  had  assured  you  all  the 
t  hat  that  was  important,  and  that  it  should  go  into  the  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  the  manner  in  which  it  was  gob 
in  this  particular  case  was  likely  to  endanger  or  lose  the  who 
cases,  I  felt. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  was  your  judgment? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  Mr.  Schwartz  thought  differently  about 
flidn't  he. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  point  I  want  is  not  as  to  the  value  of 
evidence,  in  your  judgment,  but  to  the  fact  that  while  Mr.  Schn 
was  insisting*  that  it  should  be  that  way,  he  all  the  time  stated 
the  report  on  the  Alaska  investigation  should  go  into  the  case 
be  a  part  of  the  evidence  when  it  came  to  a  decision,  did  he  no 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  that  was  the  situation  and  these 
the  orders  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  or  rather  telegraphed, 
there  were  new  phases  of  the  question — look  at  page  519,  S 
document — that  is  to  say,  did  you  not  on  June  30, 1907 — am 
telegram  is  on  page  519  of  Senate  document — telephone  to  the 

ssioner  of  the  General  Land  Office 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Telegraph,  you  mean. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  telegraph,  as  follows: 

New  phases  developed  as  investigation  progresses.  Can  not  consistently 
iinal  report  while  further  evidence — 

I  suppose  that  word  means  evidence  (refer  to  word  eviogh) 
tinuing  quotation] — 

bs  available.    Cunningham  group  included.    Time  should  be  extended  at  leas 
iays  longer. 

You  sent  that  telegram,  did  you  ? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  also,  at  the  top  of  the  page,  51( 
vou  not  telegraph  the  commissioner  as  follows: 

Valuable  evidence  Alaska  coal  cases  still  being  secured.    New  phases  dev< 
-  investigation  progresses.    Can  not  consistently  make 

Strike  that  out,  that  is  the  same  thing;  it  seems  to  be  a  dupl 
rwo  reports  of  the  same  kind. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  one  telegram  is  a  translation  of  the  c 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  it  marked  on  511,  but  it 
seem  to  be  there. 

There  is  a  telegram,  Mr.  Glavis — where  is  it? — in  which  you 
you  could  not  close  the  group  while  further  proof  is  available. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  is  about  June  30.  Probably  they  run  in 
better  order  in  that  list,  Mr.  Vertrees;  they  run  in  order  of  the  dates. 
Here  it  is. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  page  is  it  on  1 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  would  oe  page  519  of  the  record  or  227  of  this 
list,  you  will  find  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  report  I  refer  to,  which  is  in  the  list  of  orders, 
letters,  and  telegrams,  is  that  telegram  from  you  to  the  commissioner, 
which  is  as  follows:  " Valuable  evidence  Alaska  coal  cases."  That 
is  the  same  one,  Mr.  Glavis. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.     A  little  bit  farther  on  you  will  find  it  is  not  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  we  can  not  find  it.  What  I  want  to  ask  you 
is:  Now,  you  say  in  this  telegram  that  "new  phases  developed  as  the 
investigation  progresses, "  and  that  you  "can  not  consistently  make 
final  report  while  further  evidence  is  available.77  That  is  June  30. 
Now,  I  will  ask  you  what  that  new  testimony  or  new  evidence  is  that 
is  available,  and  what  those  new  phases  were  that  you  there  speak  of, 
which  caused  you  to  say  that  the  time  could  be  extended  at  least 
sixty  days  longer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  hadn't  completed  getting  the  affidavits  yet,  and 
we  kept  on  and  got  a  lot  of  good  additional  evidence  right  along  after 
that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  were  the  new  phases  that  were  developed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  remember  now  taking  the  affidavit  of  a  man 
named  Hossman  that  referred  to  the  Mackey,  McAlpine,  and  the  Bush- 
nell  group. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  asking  you  about  the  Cunningham  group. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.    This'telegram  refers  to  all  the  coal  claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  says  "the  Cunningham  group  included. ,7 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes:  included. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  the  orders  were  to  report  with  respect  to  the 
Cunningham  group. 

Mr.  Glavis.  My  orders,  dated  April  20,  1909,  stated:  Investiga- 
tions of  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases  must  be  completed  within  sixty  days, 
and  this  telegram  was  in  reference  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Look  at  page  516  and  see  if  there  is  not  a  telegram — 
page  225  of  this  list;  516  of  Senate  document — a  telegram  from  Mr. 
Schwartz  to  you,  in  reply  to  one  which  you  sent  to  him,  in  which  you 
stated  to  him,  "Is  it  necessary" — that  is  June  29 — "is  it  necessary 
to  submit  report  on  Cunningham  group?"  Didn't  you  send  that 
telegram? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  in  reply  to  Mr.  Schwartz's  telegram 
of  June  29,  on  page  224. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Ileply  or  not — didn't  you  ask  him  whether  it  is 
necessary  to  submit  report  on  Cunningham  group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  didn't  he  reply  to  that  inquiry  of  yours, 
telling  you  in  a  telegram  of  June  30,  1909  ? 

"Yes;  submit  Cunningham  report.  Notice  of  charges  will  be  pre- 
pared here.     You  may  suggest  form  in  your  report  if  you  desire. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  that?    Speak  a  little  louder. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  after  the  reception  of  that  didn't  you 
then  telegraph  him  that  the  new  phases  developed  as  investigation  pro- 
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grosses,  that  you,  could  not  consistently  make  final  report 
further  evidence  is  available,  and  that  the  Cunningham  £n 
included? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  reason  I  included  the  Cunnii 
group  in  the  statement  that  I  conld  not  consistently  make 
reports -was  because  I  didn't  think  the  investigation  of  the  Cu 
ham  group  was  closed  until  the  field  examination  was  made, 
would  permit  me  then  to  state  that  I  had  done  all  I  could  in  se 
all  the  evidence  I  could  in  that  investigation. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So,  if  I  understand  you,  then,  when  you 
that  you  had  reference  to  the  field  investigation  as  the 
phases?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  So  far  as  the  Cunningham  group  was  coneerne* 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  far  as  the  Cunningham  group  was  eona 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Now,  what  14new  phases''  had  been  develop 
a  field  examination  that  had  not  been  made  yet! 

Mr,  Glavis.  Read  the  question. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question,  as  follows:) 

Now,  what  "new  phases"  had  been  developed  by  a  field  examination  that 
been  made  yet? 

Mr.  Glavis.  None;  but  the  new  phases  developed  did  not  n 
the  field  investigation;  it  referred  to  the  evidence  I  was  secui 
the  other  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Didn't  you  say  this,  that  it  referred  to  th 
investigation,  so  far  as  the  Cunmnghnni  group  is  concerned  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  so  fur  as  the  Cunningham  group  is  eonc 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  we  are  talking  about. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  but  the  telegram  is  talking  about  all  the  . 
coal  cases.     I  want  to  make  it  as  plain  as  I  can  that  it  does. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well;  it  refers  to  them  all,  but  didn't  you  j 
ically  say  that  the  Cunningham  group  is  included  in  the  stat 
you  have  made? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  * 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then,  didn't  you  further  say,  in  respo 
that }  so  far  as  the  Cunningham  group  was  concerned  this  f 
evidence  that  was  available  was  the  evidence  that  was  being  ( 
by  field  examinations,  and  that  you  did  not  feel  you  could 
your  report  properly  and  fairly,  with  justice  to  those  people  i 
yourself,  until  you  got  that— is  not  that  what  you  stated  ¥ 

Mr,  Glavis.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Now,  I  am  asking  you  what  new  phases  th« 
examination  had  developed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Xone;  because  the  field  ex  a  mi  nation  had  not 
made, 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Had  not  been  made  at  all.  What  further  ev 
was  there  available 'i 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  what  eases? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  the  Cunningham  cases. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  evidence  available  in  the  Cunningham  casi 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Bv  the  field  examination? 

Mr,  Glavis,  The  field  examination.  And  there  were  three  t 
people  we  wanted  to  see,  and  also  it  was  thought  that  Andrew 
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nedv  and  special  agent,  S.  N.  Longer,  might  get  some  additional 
evidence  from  the  people  on  the  ground  in  reference  to  the  Cun- 
ningham case — that  is,  from  the  people  around  Katalla  or  the  people 
who  had  worked  for  the  Cunninghams  or  on  the  Cunningham  claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Had  you  not  oeen  told  or  heard  it  more  than  once 
that  that  evidence,  whatever  it  might  be,  that  these  men  would  get 
up  there,  would  be  available  and  would  be  considered  and  would  De 
made  apart  of  the  record  before  the  case  was  considered ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  before  the  case  was  closed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  wish  to  know,  in  view  of  that  answer,  is, 
does  jrour  telegram  there,  without  any  reference  whatsoever  as  to  the 
form  in  which  the  evidence  shall  come  in — that  is  to  say,  the  pro- 

Sriety  of  postponing  one  examination  until  you  could  get  another — 
oesn't  it  expressly  tell  him  that  there  are  new  phases  arising,  meaning 
thereby  evidence  that  has  not  been  discovered  at  all,  that  you  could 
not  consistently  report  while  further  evidence  is  available? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases;  that  I  could  not  make 
final  report  while  further  evidence  is  available. 

Mr.  Vbrtrees.  The  "Cunningham  group  included V 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Cunningham  group  included,  because  I  couldn't 
consistently  make  final  reports  on  that  group  while  further  evidence 
was  available. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  further  evidence  being  the  field  exami- 
nations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  seeing  these  few  people  and,  if  possible,  getting 
some  evidence  from  the  people  on  the  ground. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Had  you  not  then  received  specific  instructions  to 
report  on  the  Cunningham  group? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  day  before? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  didn't  Mr.  Schwartz  say  to  you  in  the  tele- 
gram of  July  1. 1909,  which  would  be  the  next  day,  and  which  is  found 
on  page  519  ot  Senate  document,  that — 

reports  must  be  submitted  at  once  as  per  instructions  and  agreement.  You  may,  of 
course,  continue  investigations.  Reports  are  wanted  now.  Will  send  man  to  Seattle 
to  take  charge  of  investigations  and  conduct  cases  in  near  future.  Meantime  continue 
your  investigation. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  consider  that  telegram  to  be  an  answer  to 
my  telegram  right  above  it  of  June  30,  1909,  and  which  would  mean 
all  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  on  July  17, 1  call  your  attention  to  a  telegram 
that  appears  at  page  5£5,  Senate  document,  in  which  Mr.  Schwartz 
told  you  this: 

Your  wire  16th  in  reference  your  consultation  with  Secretary  received.  Instruc- 
tions heretofore  issued  modified  in  view  of  your  telegram  6th.  Your  report  of  8th  not 
at  hand.  Have  this  day  wired  Sheridan  as  follows:  "Your  instructions  Cunningham 
case  modified.  You  will  proceed  to  Seattle,  taking  complete  charge  of  case,  with 
authority  to  call  for  any  agents  or  assistance  necessary  to  bring  case  to  prompt  hearing 
and  close."  You  will  render  Sheridan  every  assistance.  Meantime  continue  inves- 
tigations. OaBe  already  consumed  more  time  and  expense  of  men  than  any  other  case 
pending.  Investigation  can  not  proceed  indefinitely.  Results  of  pending  investiga- 
tion in  Alaska  will  go  into  record  before  concluding  hearings. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  would  like  to  state  here  that  the  telegram 
which  I  sent  on  the  16th  was  sent  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Ballinger. 
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Senator  Purcell.  On  the  16th? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  the  16th.  It  appears  on  page  20  of  the 
document. 

Mr.  James.  On  what  page  of  this  chronological  arranger 
letters — ;  what  is  the  date  of  that  telegram  you  say  you  sent' 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  I  sent? . 

Mr.  James.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  July  16,  1909. 

The  Chairman.  On  page  20  of  Senate  document,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  appears  on  224  of  the  chronological  comp 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  find  a  telegram  of  July  16,  and  I  presume 
the  one,  on  page  524  of  the  Senate  document. 

Senator  Purcell.  It  is  the  same  thing;  they  are  both  th 
thing. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Read  that  telegram,  Mr.  Glavis,  of  July  16 

Mr.  Glavis  (reading): 

Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  16th.  Have  conferred  with  Secretary  Intel 
suggests  I  wire  you  and  ask  if  my  report  July  8  and  telegram  July  6  was  cc 
before  you  sent  telegram  this  date.  In  view  recommendations  stated  in  rep 
referred  to;  it  will  be  difficult  to  comply  with  your  telegram  unless  you  desin 
proceed  without  further  investigation. 

Now,  then,  my  report  of  July  8  will  explain  that.  That  is  < 
233  of  the  compilation. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  in  this  report  of  Mr.  Sheridan  of  J 
which  is  found  on  page  532  of  the  Senate  document,  does  i 
Sheridan,  who  was  out  there  with  you  at  the  time,  on  page  I 
Mr.  Schwartz,  chief  of  the  field  service,  this: 

There  is  no  additional  record  evidence  to  be  obtained  at  present,  as  far  as  i 
and  hence  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  keep  Special  Agents  Smith  and  Phil 
for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  July  27? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  But  I  recall  distinctly  having  told  Mr 
dan  of  mv  wanting  to  see  one  or  two  people  that  were  in  th 
and  also  locate  Hawkins,  who  I  afterwards  found  was  up  in  . 
and  Special  Agent  Kennedy,  acting  on  my  instructions  to  seciu 
tional  record  evidence,  which  would  be  affidavits,  did  see  Mr.  Hi 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  means  evidence  with  reference  to  this 
of  Cunningham. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  one  I  meant,  too 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Does  not  this  letter  of  Mr.  Sheridan's  state 
the  last  clause? — 

I  desire  to  state  that  in  reaching  my  conclusions  on  this  matter  and  in  mi 
recommendations  I  have  been  influenced  solely  by  the  facts  in  the  case  as  the 
from  the  record  evidence  available  and  from  my  own  best  judgment  of  th< 
Mr.  Glavis  has  in  no  way  attempted  to  influence  me  on  this  matter,  and  I  h 
up  my  mind  as  to  what  I  thought  best  to  do  in  the  premises  before  I  confer 
him  on  this  case  in  detail;  hence  I  wish  to  assume  entire  responsibility  for  th 
mendations  which  I  make  in  this  communication. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  he  says  you  did  not  influence  it;  yoi 
of  it,  and  you  knew  he  sent  that  report,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Knew  he  sent  it;  yes,  sir.  I  will  tell  you  ^ 
added  this  last  paragraph. 
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Mr.  Vebtbees.  Wait  a  moment- 


Mr.  Glavis.  I  want  to  explain  this  last  paragraph.  He  had  first 
dictated  the  letter  and  then  I  showed  him  the  letter  of  about  July 
17, 1  think  it  is,  from  Mr.  Schwartz;  yes,  and  July  21,  1909,  this  letter 
from  Mr.  Schwartz  to  Mr.  Sheridan 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Where  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  on  page  287. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  Page  251  of  the  compilation. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Page  251  of  the  compilation.  Mr.  Schwartz  sent  me 
a  copy  of  this  letter  to  Mr.  Sheridan,  and  Mr.  Sheridan  had  not 
received  the  original  of  it,  which  was  sent  to  Denver;  and  I  received 
a  copy  of  the  letter  that  he  sent  me  on  July  26,  as  I  recall  it,  or 
the  27th,  the  morning  that  Mr.  Sheridan  wrote  that  report;  and  one 
reading  the  letter  can  clearly  see  that  it  might  influence  Mr.  Sheridan's 
judgment  in  concurring  in  Mr.  Schwartz's  views  instead  of  in  mine: 
I  gave  him  a  copy  of  this  letter  that  I  had  received  and  Mr.  Sheridan 
stated — I  told  Mr.  Sheridan:  "I  want  to  let  you  see  Mr.  Schwartz's 
view  because  I  don't  want  it  said  that  I  am  influencing  you  in  any 
way  about  it,  and  I  have  purposely  refrained  from  going  into  details 
on  that  account,  because  1  feel  you  have  been  sent  here  to  pass  unon 
my  recommendation  and  actions."  And  he  said  that  he  wanted  Mr. 
Schwartz  to  understand  that  that  was  his  view  without  being  influ- 
enced by  me,  and  added  this  last  paragraph. 

Mr.  vebtbees.  Did  he  show  the  report  of  July  21  to  you  before 
he  sent  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  sent  it  to  me. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  saw  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  You  saw  there,  then,  the  statement: 

There  is  no  additional  record  evidence  to  be  obtained  at  present  so  far  as  we  know, 
hence  it  would  not  be  necessary'  to  keep  Special  Agents  Smith  and  Phillips  here  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  paid  no  particular  attention  to  it 
because  in  that  other  paragraph  he  stated  I  had  spoken  to  him  in 
that  way,  and  I  didn't  read  with  that  end  in  view.  I  was  reading 
the  report  and  recommendations  that  he  made,  but  I  did  not  read  it 
that  minutely  to  find  that  he  had  made  that  technical  mistake, 
because,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  know  it,  that  there  was  additional 
evidence  I  wanted  to  get.  I  will  tell  you  how  he  knew  it;  there  is 
a  letter  just  occurred  to  me.  He  saw  a  copy  of  my  instructions  to 
Special  Agent  Andrew  Kennedy — I  don't  trunk  that  it  is  of  record 
here  at  all,  but  I  am  not  very  sure.  In  that  letter  of  instructions  to 
Mr.  Kennedy  and  Mr.  Stoner  I  told  them  to  also  secure,  if  possible, 
affidavits  from  people  up  there  who  knew  about  anything  that  would 
be  of  assistance  in  the  investigation  of  this  Cunningham  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  would  be  just  a  general  letter  to  find  out 
anything  that  they  could,  wouldn't  it?  Did  you  give  them  the 
names  of  any  witnesses  up  there  in  that  letter  to  take? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  not  seen  that  letter  since  I  wrote  it,  but  I  recall 
having  suggested  the  possibility  that  there  would  be  additional  record 
evidence.     I  think  I  did  now,  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  would  like  to  call,  Mr.  Chairman,  for  copies  of 
the  originals  of  those  letters  to  Andrew  Kennedy  and  Stoner  which 
seem  to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Interior  Department. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  called  for  them? 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  No,  sir;  I  say  we  do  now. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  informed  we  have  them.    They  were  i 
this  morning. 
The  Chairman.  You  will  find  them  in  the  record  here,  I  th 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  don't  think — have  I  finished  that  answer? 
(The  stenographer  read  the  answer,  as  follows:) 

I  have  not  seen  that  letter  since  I  wrote  it,  but  I  recall  having  suggested  1 
bility  that  there  would  be  additional  record  evidence.    I  think  I  did  now, 
sure. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  I  did  mention  in  there  to  get  the  aflB 
if  possible,  of  men  that  would  be  on  the  claims,  those  w 
Whether  I  gave  any  names — I  don't  think  I  did,  because  I  wo 
know  the  names  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  want  to  get  at.  You  now  st 
recollection  is  you  didn't  mention  any  names  at  all. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  don't  think  I  did,  unless  it  was  Hawkins, 
expert,  and  I  don't  know  whether  I  knew  at  that  time  that  he 
Alaska.     I  don't  think  I  did;  it  was  after  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then,  all  that  means  is  it  is  your  recollects 
you  mentioned  no  names? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  that  letter? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  that  letter. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  would  be  my  recollection,  be( 
have  not  thought  of  that  letter  since  I  wrote  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  it  must  have  been  a  general  letter  i 
just  to  take  any  evidence  that  he  could  find  up  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  the  letter  would  speak  for  itself. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  generally  do;  but  I  am  asking  yo 
about  your  recollections  about  it.  I  want  to  get  on  the  point  v 
you  just  gave  a  general  letter  of  instructions  to  this  man  to  ta 
evidence  that  he  found  up  there  or  whether  you  instructed 
take  evidence  of  particular  persons  named.  I  have  understo 
to  say  you  don't  recollect  that  you  named  any  persons. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  don't  recollect  naming  any  persons,  bi 
think  I  suggested  the  character  of  evidence  that  might  be  ol 
from  persons  that  were  not  known  to  me,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  did  not  know  of  any  evidence  up 
did  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Positively  that  such  evidence  existed? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  mean  when  I  say  kno 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  I  was  not  positive  what  he  would  get, 
thought  it  might  be  possible  to  get  some. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  just  what  I  am  getting  at.  You  t 
that  there  might  be  some,  but  you  did  not  know  of  any — is  n 
the  truth  of  the  matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  never  know  whether  we  can  get  evidenc 
after  we  interview  the  people. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  what  you  ge 
get.     I  am  asking  you  about  this  particular  occasion. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  the  same  in  this  case  as  in  other  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  it  was  the  same  in  this  case.  If  the 
any  there  you  did  not  know  it — is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  thought  it  would  be  possible  to  ge 
evidence,  but  I  was  not  sure  whether  they  could  get  it. 


Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


u  ;  INVESTIGATION  INTERrOB  DEPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.      661 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  I  have  not  asked  you  what  you 
v  thought  was  possible,  but  I  ask  you  whether  you  knew  of  anything 
up  there. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir:  I  was  not  absolutely  certain  of  it. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  that  answers  my  question.    When  you 
"   8ay  you  were  not  certain,  had  you  information  that  there  were  any 
particular  person  there  who  could  testify? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Who  was  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  people  who  had  worked  on  the  coal  claims, 
-'-    worked  9n  that  big  tunnel  with  the  Cunninghams,  and  there  was  a 

watchman  up  there,  or  supposed  to  be,  and 

.*•  Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean  this,  do  you  not?  You  understood  there 
were  persons  that  worked  up  there,  those  persons  if  they  were  there  at 
work  ought  to  know  and  your  agents  ought  to  investigate  them  and 
examine  them  and  see? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  ought  to  see  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  you  mean.  Then  is  not  this  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Sheridan's  absolutely  correct  that "  There  is  no  additional 
record  evidence  to  be  obtained  at  present,  so  far  as  we  know?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  Using  it  in  that  sense,  yes,  sir;  that  would  be  right. 
I  would  not  have  any  objection  to  it  at  all  if  you  use  it  in  that  sense; 
but  we  are  not  sure  of  any  evidence  until  we  secure  it. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  the  sense  you  use  it  in  then? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Therefore  that  is  a  correct  statement  if  it  should 
be  read  that  way? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Otherwise  it  is  an  incorrect  statement? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  correct  or  incorrect,  you  saw  it  before  it  was 
sent  out  and  made  no  attempt  to  correct  it. 
Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Either  with  the  department  or  Mr.  Schwartz? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  understand  that  letter.    Go  to  page  201  of 
that  evidence,  Mr.  Glavis.     You  say  that  you  protested  against  hav- 
ing hearings  in  the  Cunningham  cases,  about  the  middle  of  page  201, 
on  July  16,  1909,  to  the  Forest  Service. 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  what  I  want  to  know  is  when  did  you  get 
your  first  information  that  you  would  be  supplanted  by  somebody 
else? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  July  17,  as  I  recall  it;  I  know  it  was;  that 
I  would  be  definitely  supplanted  was  July  17.  The  other  telegram 
read  that  he  would  come  out  to  assist  me,  and  then  there  was  another 
telegram,  I  think,  that  said  somebody  else  would  be  sent  out  to  take 
charge  in  the  near  future,  and  then  there  was  still  another  telegram 
rather  changing  that,  indicating  that  I  was  to  have  charge,  and  that 
was  the  condition  when  I  sent  the  telegram  of  June  16. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  not  as  to  who  the  person 
definitely  was  who  would  take  your  place,  but  when  did  you  get  the 
first  information  that  somebody  was  going  to  supplant  you  and  take 
your  place. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  In  my  answer  above  I  did  not  say  who  definitely  it 
was.  My  answer  would  be  the  same  as  above.  I  can  repeat  it.  It 
was  about  July.    They  are  all  in  this  book. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  not  the  question,  where  they  are.  I  asked 
you  the  date;  if  you  do  not  know  you  can  look  at  the  telegrams. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  recall  it  was  alone  in  July  I  got  a  telegram  saying 

Mr.  Vertrees.  July  is  a  period  of  thirty  days. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Thirty-one  days. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Thirty-one,  your  counsel  says.  July  is  a  period  of 
thirty-one  days,  and  on  the  16th  of  that  month,  which  is  a  half  a  day 
over  the  half  of  the  thirty-one,  you  say  you  protested  to  the  Forestry 
Bureau. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Now,  I  think  the  records  are  right  in  there,  but  I  think 
it  was  July  1,  1909,  that  they  first  said  that.  The  telegram  said  that 
they  would  send  somebody  out  in  the  near  future  to  handle  the  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  want. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Then  along  in  July — let  me  see 

Senator  Sutherland.  The  witness  has  answered  the  question. 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  three  telegrams. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  want  to  know  is  your  first  information, 
when  did  you  get  it.  that  somebody  was  going  to  supplant  you? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Tnat  was  not  the  question  that  he  put  before. 

Senator  Root.  That  is  the  question  now.    Let  him  answer  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  first  time,  as  I  recall  it. 

The  Chairman.  That  answers  it. 

Senator  Root.  When  was  the  first  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  July  1,  1909. 

Senator  Root.  That  is  the  question  now. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  think  he  has  the  right  to  either  abandon  the  ques- 
tion o*  follow  it  with  another. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  think  it  is  the  same  question. 

Senator  Root.  I  suggest  that  we  go  on  with  the  examination. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  would  like,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  have  that  question 
and  the  answer  read. 

Senator  Root.  I  object. 

The  Chairman.  Objection  is  made.     Go  on,  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  James.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  attorney  representing  Mr.  Glavis 
is  not  informed  as  to  what  the  question  was,  and  I  think  he  is  entitled 
to  the  courtesy  of  having  it  read. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  was  repeated  three  times. 

Mr.  James.  I  ask  that  my  motion  be  considered  that  it  be  read. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  second  that  motion. 

(The  question  was  thereupon  put  and  those  objecting  to  the  motion 
being  in  the  majority,  the  objection  was  sustained.) 

The  Chairman.  Proceed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Look  on  page  519  of  the  Senate  document,  about 
the  middle  of  the  page — there  is  a  telegram  there  from  Mr.  Schwartz, 
assistant  commissioner,  to  you  at  Seattle,  dated  July  1,  1909.  I  will 
read  that  to  you  for  the  purpose  of  having  you  answer  whether  or  not 
that  is  the  telegram  to  which  you  refer  [reading]: 

Reports  must  be  submitted  at  once,  as  per  instructions  and  agreement.  You  may, 
of  course,  continue  investigations.  Reports  are  wanted  now.  Will  send  man  to 
Seattle  to  take  charge  of  investigations  and  conduct  cases  in  near  future.  Meantime 
continue  investigations. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  telegram  that  refers  to  sending 
a  man  out  there  to  supersede  me. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Now,  you  could  have  put  that  into  the  record, 
without  this  half  hour's  delay,  about  depending  on  a  man's  recollec- 
tion of  what  happened  a  year  ago.  It  seems  to  me  that  when  you  try 
to  have  him  recollect  what  was  received  a  year  ago,  when  the  whole 
thing  is  in  here,  is  simplv  consuming  unnecessary  time,  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  perhaps  did,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  I  did  it  with 
reference  to  the  witness's  original  evidence.  He  spoke  about  the  16th 
or  17th,  there  on  page  201. 

Now  what  I  want  to  get  at,  and  why  I  have,  perhaps,  improperly 
consumed  time,  was  this,  that  in  July,  sometime  about  the  middle, 
you  approached  the  Forest  Service,  the  Bureau  of  Forestry,  with  a 
view  of  getting  them  to  intercede  to  postpone  these  hearings,  did  you 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  when  did  you  do  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  July  16. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  July  16.  Now,  at  that  time,  July  16,  you  knew, 
did  you  not,  that  a  man  would  be  there  very  shortly  to  take  your 
place? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  On  July  6,  1909,  a  telegram  was  sent,  which 
will  be  found  on  page  519  of  the  Senate  document,  which  concludes: 

You  to  present  Government's  case  with  such  legal  assistance  as  you  may  require. 
Answer  at  once. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Page  519  of  Senate  document. 

The  Chairman.  At  the  bottom? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  It  commences  there  and  it  ends  on  page 
520,  what  I  have  quoted.  I  felt  by  that  that  the  telegram  of  July  1 
had  been  changed — their  instructions  had  been  changed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  had  received  no  notice  of  any  change? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  received  the  notice  contained  in  the 
telegram  of  July  6, 1909. 

Air.  Vertrees.  That  merely  stated  that — 

This  office  will  appoint  a  commissioner  to  take  testimony,  you  to  present  Govern- 
ment's case — 

to  that  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.     It  says  "With  such  legal  assistance '' 

Mr.  Vertrees.  With  such  legal  assistance. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  thought  if  they  were  going  to  furnish  me  with 
assistance  that  they  left  me  in  charge  of  the  case  to  decide  that  part 
and  have  complete  control  over  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that  you  contend  that  telegram  was  a  modifi- 
cation of  the  previous  one  that  they  would  send  a  man  to  take  charge 
and  conduct  the  cases  in  the  near  future? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  this  did  not  state  that  they  would  send  him  by 
July  6,  did  it,  or  by  July  7,  or  any  other  date?  They  merely  said 
in  the  near  future,  and  this  telegram  that  you  have  received  was  for 
your  conduct  during  those  few  days  until  that  man  would  come. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  so  construe  it,  because  it  would  take  more 
than  a  few  days  for  me  to  present  the  Government's  case  to  the  corn- 
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missioner  and  take  the  testimony  in  all  the  Cunningham  cases;:: 
would  take  several  months.  Ana  they  surely  could  not  have  mean; 
by  this  telegram  that  it  was  for  only  a  few  days  that  I  was  to  h*T? 
charge. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  understand  the  telegram  of  July  1 1: 
mean  exactly  what  it  says,  that  you  are  to  continue  your  investiga- 
tions, and  that  reports  were  wanted ;  that  they  would  send  a  man  1 1 
take  charge  in  the  near  future,  but  in  the  meantime — that  is,  until 
that  man  does  get  there  to  take  charge — that  you  shall  continue  youi 
investigation^? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  on  the  6th,  which  is  five  days  after  thai, 
you  are  given  directions  to  wire  the  names  of  the  different  towns  oi 
cities  in  which  you  desired  the  testimony  to  be  taken — that  is  oi 
page  519  of  that  document — and  that  the  office  would  appoint  a  com- 
.missioner  to  take  the  testimony — of  course,  at  those  towns  in  the  Eas1 
that  you  may  mention,  and  that  you  were  to  present  the  Govern- 
ment s  case,  with  such  legal  assistance  as  you  required,  and  that  voj 
were  to  answer  at  once  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  in  response  to  that  did  you  not  give  a  numbtf 
of  places  at  which  evidence  should  be  taken,  in  your  telegram  of 
July  6?  But  you  added  to  that:  " Government's  case  will  be  much 
strengthened  by  awaiting  result  of  investigations  in  Alaska." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  There  is  also  a  further  reason  that  I  had  to 
believe — I  will  withdraw  that.  On  July  16  there  was  another  kle- 
gram  that  led  me  to  believe  that  they  had  countermanded  that  order 
putting  somebody  in  charge,  because  Mr.  Schwartz  .advises  me  there 
that  he  had  directed  Special  Agent  Sheridan,  competent  trial  attor- 
ney, and  experienced  m  coal  matters,  to  report  to  me  until  after 
testimony  is  complete. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  state  to  you  what  I  want  to  get  at.  K  tkc 
was  not  the  situation,  that  you  were  to  continue  in  charge,  just  like 
you  had  been  before,  but  with  the  knowledge  from  July  1  that  in  the 
near  future— no  definite  time  being  fixed — a  man  would  be  sent  out 
to  take  your  place  and  take  charge? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  felt  that  the  subsequent  advices  counter- 
manded that  statement  contained  in  the  telegram  of  July  1. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  July  17,  which  was  sixteen  days  thereafter,  was 
not  Mr.  Sheridan  ordered  to  go  to  Seattle  and  take  complete  chvp 
of  the  case,  with  authority  to  call  for  agents  or  assistance  necessary  ta- 
bling the  case  to  a  prompt  hearing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  it  was  modified  to  read  for  me  to  tab 
complete  charge — the  telegram  of  July  16. 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Page  525  of  Senate  document.     It  is  dated  July  1' 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  says  that  he  was  to  come  and  assist  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  telegram  you  refer  to  is  the  one  of  the  da? 
before,  is  it  not,  July  16,  to  be  found  on  page  524? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  which  Mr.  Schwartz,  on  July  16,  just  says: 

Please  wire  towns  or  cities  in  the  order  in  which  you  wish  to  take  testimony  l  ^ 
ninghara  case.    Wish  to  arrange  for  bringing  on  the  witnesses  in  accordance  *»j 
your  desire.    Have  directed  Special  Agent  Sheridan,  competent  trial  attorney  ^ 
experienced  in  coal  matters,  to  report  to  yon  until  after  testimony  is  complete- 
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Now,  that  is  merely  a  statement,  is  it  not,  that  you  were  still  in 
charge  and  that  Mr.  Sheridan  is  to  report  to  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  the  telegram  of  July  1  had  told  you  that  in 
the  near  future,  fixing  no  date,  somebody  would  take  complete  charge, 
had  it  not?  v 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  then  the  telegram  of  July  6,  1909,  states 
that  I  was  to  present  the  Government's  case  with  such  legal  assistance 
as  I  might  require;  and  I  thought  that  changed  the  telegram  of  July  1. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  were  in  charge  out  there  entirely  at  that  time 
and  had  charge  when  these  telegrams  all  came  telling  you  that  you 
would  be  displaced,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  did  not  have  charge  of  the  Cunningham 
case  for  about  five  or  six  days  when  Mr.  Sheridan  was  there  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  July  17,  to  take  charge. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that  you  had  received  the  telegram  of  July  1 
telling  you  to  look  out  for  a  change  in  the  near  future,  when  you  would 
be  displaced,  when  you  appealed  to  the  forestry  people? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  nad  received  the  telegram  of  July  1,  1909. 
advising  me  that  the  office  would  send  a  man  out  to  take  charge  of 
the  investigation,  but  I  had  also  received  the  other  telegrams  that  I 
have  mentioned  several  times. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Who  approached  the  Forestry  Service  or  the 
Bureau  of  Forestry  on  the  subject  of  intervention,  and  how  was  it 
done? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  district  forester  at  Portland,  named  E.  T.  Allen — 
he  lives  in  Portland  now — was  up  to  Seattle  about  two  or  three  days 
before  this,  about  the  14th  of  July,  I  think,  and  I  saw  him  one  night 
and  talked  to  him  about  these  coal  cases.  I  did  not  talk  very  much; 
I  wanted  to  see  what  he  knew  about  them;  whether  he  knew  there 
was  any  in  the  Chugach  Forest,  etc.  That  was  the  first  step  I  took, 
and  I  thought  the  fellow  would  ask  the  Forestry  Service  to  intercede, 
as  I  had  explained  some  of  the  cases  to  him,  thinking  that  he  would 
make  inquiry  about  them,  but  he  apparently  did  not  do  anything. 
Then  on  July  16,  1909,  after  I  had  seen  Secretary  Ballinger  and 
laid  the  matter  before  him,  and  he  had  not  interfered,  I  just  sent 
this  telegram  to  Mr.  A.  C.  Shaw,  at  Washington,  D.  C,  and  I  do  not 
know 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  telegram  in  the  record  here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  just  going  to  add  that  I  did  not  know  whether 
it  is  or  not.  It  is  a  telegram  of  July  16,  1909,  a  copy  of  which  is  on 
file  in  the  chief  field  division  office  in  Seattle,  Wash. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  in  view  of  your  statements  that  Secretary 
Ballinger  interfered,  I  will  ask  you  to  state  what  you  mean  by  that 
statement  that  he  interfered. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  you  misunderstood,  Mr.  Vertrees.  1  said 
that  he  did  not  interfere. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  not  interfere? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  did  not  interfere. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  refused? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  he  did  not  refuse. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  you  if  this  telegram  is  not  on  page  259 
of  the  list  of  documents  in  wnich  Mr.  Ballinger  says  to  Mr.  Dennett: 

Considering  my  personal  reluctance  to  direct  proceedings  in  Alaska  cases  you  should 
make  necessary  directions  to  Schwartz. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Two  hundred  and  fifty-nine? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Two  hundred  and  fifty-nine  of  this  list. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  did  not  refuse  in  that  conversation  not  i 
me  at  all;  he  heard  me  through.  I  showed  him  my  telegram 
6, 1  think  it  was,  and  the  report  of  July  8,  that  I  had  made  i 
ence  to  the  Cunningham  case,  and  read  extracts  from  tha 
particular  place  whicn  referred  to  the  necessity  of  waiting  for 
examination,  and  outlined  to  him  whv  it  was  necessary  and  the 
I  thought  it  ought  to  be  done  in  order  to  show  the  joint  wort 
the  claim,  etc.  And  then  it  was  at  his  request,  as  I  stated 
telegram  of  July  16,  1908.  that  Mr.  Schwartz  was  wired  anc 
whether  those  facts  had  been  considered,  because  he  thou§ 
Cunningham  claimants  would  stipulate  to  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  he  not  advise  you  to  inquire  whether  tb 
received  your  two  previous  telegrams,  I  believe  of  the  6th  anc 

Mr.  Glavis.  Whether  they  had  considered  them? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  they  made  the  order  on  you  whethi 
had  considered  these  telegrams?  In  other  words,  was  not  £h 
gestion  in  the  interest  of  what  you  wanted? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  not  directly,  because  he  thought  they 
stipulate  to  what  I  wanted. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  not  the  question. 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  I  felt  that  kno?  ' 


The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vertrees  says  that  was  not  the  questi* 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  finish.     I  am  explaining  that. 

The  Chairman.  Let  Mr.  Vertrees  repeat  his  question. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  you  will  allow  me  I  will  change  it  somev 
think  he  may  get  my  idea  then.  What  I  wish  to  know,  Mr. 
is  this:  Whether  or  not  the  suggestion  which  Secretary  Bi 
made  to  you  was  not  one  in  line  with  what  you  desired  to  havi 
That  is  to  say,  you  had  sent  in  these  two  telegrams,  and  it 
know  whether  the  office  had  fully  considered  those  two  tel 
when  they  gave  you  the  peremptory  order  they  did;  isn't  tha 

Mr.  Glavis.  i  es;  in  part.  But  rav  object  in  going  to  him 
have  him  direct  it,  so  that  there  would  not  be  any  doubt  aboi 

Mr.   Vertrees.  Did   I    ask  you   about  your  object?    I 
asked  you  if  that  which  the  Secretary  did  was  not  in  line  witi 
you  were  trying  to  have  done  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  answered,  "  Yes;  in  part." 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  all  I  want  to  know  now. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  not  fully  in  line.  That  is  what  I  want 
stood. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  was  in  line.  It  was  tending  to  help  y< 
He  refused  to  make  an  order,  did  he  not,  because  of  his  previo 
nection  with  these  claims,  but  as  far  as  he  could  he  suggested 
a  thing  which  he  thought  would  reach  what  you  wanted? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Is  that  a  question? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  He  did  not  make  any  mention  to  me 
conference,  in  any  way.  as  to  his  feeling  of  delicacy,  owing 
previous  connection  witn  the  claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  did  not  ask  you  whether  he  stated  that.  ] 
you  whether  that  is  a  fact. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  I  answered  that.     Your  question  would 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  he  not  go  further  than  that,  if  that  was  not 
done,  in  view  of  the  situation  that  he  believed  the  Cunningham  claim- 
ants would  stipulate  as  to  that  tunnel  business,  and  what  had  been 
done  out  there — and  that  would  save  a  great  deal  of  time  and  expense? 
Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  did  not  say  anything  about  the  time  and 
expense. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Why  did  he  say  he  believed  they  would  stipulate? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  we  were  discussing  it  as  a  matter  of  evidence 

ajid  not  as  to  time  and  expense.     I  had  all  these  other  claims  in  Alaska 

to  examine,  whether  the  Cunninghams  would  stipulate  to  their  field 

work  or  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  he  not  know,  and  did  you  not  know  that  that 
tunnel  work,  the  outline  and  plan  of  it,  had  all  been  laid  before  Com- 
missioner Finkle  a  year  or  two  before,  and  that  the  commissioner 
had  said  to  these  people:  "If  you  50  along  according  to  these  lines, 
while  I  can  not  authoritatively  advise  you,  I  can  say  that  I  can  see 
,  nothing  improper  about  that;7'  and  that  all  that  was  known  to  the 
department  before  Mr.  Ballinger  had  been  commissioner. 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  that  letter  Mr.  Cunningham  wrote  and  as  to  the 
reply  Mr.  Fimple  gave,  they  did;  but  they  had  done  work  after  that. 
Mr.  Vebtrees.  I  am  merely  accounting  for  his  suggestion  to  you 
about  the  stipulation,  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  they  had 
done  more  or  less  work,  or  whether  it  was  wise  or  unwise.  I  am  on 
the  reasons  why  you  understood  suggestion  was  made,  Mr.  Glavis. 
Was  not  that  a  situation  known  to  you  all  to  be  the  situation? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  the  improvements;  yes,  sir.  But  we  did  not 
know  how  much  more  they  nad  done.  I  had  no  evidence  showing 
me  exactly  what  they  did  except  as  shown  by  their  journal,  and  that 
letter  would  indicate,  and  also  the  report  of  Expert  Hawkins  would 
indicate,  that  they  were  working  jointly;  but  I  wanted  definite  evi- 
dence, such  as  only  could  be  determined  by  field  examination. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  I  will  get  away  from  that.  Now,  I  want  to 
go  back  to  your  appeal  to  the  Forestry  Bureau,  the  Bureau  of  For- 
estry, and  I  want  to  know  who  first  suggested  that,  and  if  you  did 
not  go  to  this  man  Allen  that  you  have  mentioned  and  talk  to  Mr. 
Allen,  the  forest  supervisor  at  rortland,  a  few  days  before  the  17th? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  so  testified. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  requested  him  to  ask  the  forestry  people  to 
recommend  the  delay  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  I  wanted  him  to  do. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  ask  him  to  do  that? 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  answered,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  answers  it.     Now,  then,  did  be  do  it? 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  did  it  or  not. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  have  any  information  as  to  that  point? 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  heard*  that  he  wrote  a  letter  afterward.     1  believe 
he  told  me  himself  that  he  wrote  a  letter;  yes,  sir.     But  I  felt  that  it 
oueht  to  be  handled  at  once,  and  I  sent  a  telegram,  that  of  July  16, 
to  Mr.  Shaw. 

Mr.  VertAees.  Did  not  Mr.  Shaw,  first,  however,  before  you  did 
that,  telegraph  you  from  Washington  on  February  15,  after  he  had 
heard  from  Allen,  that  they  would  cooperate  with  you  ? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  What  date? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  July  15,  I  mean.  That  they  would  be  glad  to 
cooperate  with  you?  * 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.     I  do  not  remember  any  such  letter. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Telegram,  I  stated. 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  mean  telegram. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  You  do  not  remember  any  such? 
Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.     I  do  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  thereupon  did  you  not  telegraph  to  M 
this,  of  which  I  now  here  hand  you  a  copy? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now  read  it. 
Mr.  Glavis  (reading) : 


A.  C.  Shaw, 

United  States  Forest  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C: 


Seattle,  Wash.,  July  16 


There  are  approximately  700  Alaska  coal  filings  in  Chugach  Reserve,  cat 
as  "Clarence  Cunningham  group, "  about  proceea  to  hearing.  Cases  of  utm 
tance,  property  valued  at  millions.  Would  appreciate  cooperation  Fore 
by  having  your  personal  assistance.    Could  you  proceed  Seattle  immediai 

(O.  B.    Govt,  rates.) 

Senator  Fletcher.  Is  that  the  first  telegram  you  sent  to  Mi 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  an  original  paper,  Mr.  Vertrees? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No,  sir;  it  is  a  copy  sent  up  from  the  ] 
office  here.     We  have  just  received  it  to-day. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  offer  it  now? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir;  I  would  ask  that  it  be  put  in  evi< 

Mr.  Brandeis.  How  is  that  signed?  The  signature  i 
read. 

Mr.  Glavis.  ' 'Glavis,  Chief."  And  it  was  sent  on  "O. 
government  rates.  That  means,  "official  business,"  gov 
rates. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  Mr.  Shaw  telegraph  Mr.  Allen  on  the  1 
ask  him  whether  or  not  the  Forestry  Service  requested  a  conti 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  now;  I  am  not  sure  as  to  the  date,  bu 
about  that  time;  I  think  it  was  the  17th. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  on  the  19th  did  not  Mr.  Shaw  t< 
Mr.  Allen  for  reasons  for  the  suspension  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  do  not  object  to  your  asking  in  any  inst 
the  contents  of  written  instruments  here;  but  I  think  it  oug 
known  that  these  are  papers  that  have  not  gone  into  the  rec 
I  think  we  should  have  them  as  they  go  in. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  are  on  file  with  the  committee. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  They  may  be  on  file,  but  they  are  not  in  thi 
and  I  think  they  ought  to  be  in  the  record  and  that  we  ough 
have  to  rely  on  the  recollection  of  the  witness  for  the  conten 
written  instruments. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  look  at  this  just  a  minute.  It  \ 
handed  to  me,  Mr.  Brandeis. 

That  is  unsigned.  I  just  ask  for  information  who  is  that  fi 
Glavis?  First  I  wish  to  state  that  these  papers  that  are  nc 
presented  have  just  come  up  from  the  Forestry  office. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Were  these  papers  delivered  to  the  comn 

The  Chairman.  These  papers  were  delivered  to  the  commi 

*^ht,  and  you  will  recollect  that  I  asked  you  before  we  ac 
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if  you  would  accept  them  as  coming  from  the  department,  or  whether 
I  should  return  them  to  the  department. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  are  inquiring  in  regard 
to  certain  entirely  different  papers.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  them. 
I  only  asked  for  information. 

The  Chairman.  What  papers  do  you  refer  to*  I  supposed  you 
referred  to  the  papers  that  were  under  consideration  last  evening. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No;  I  am  asking  about  certain  papers  that  Mr.  Ver- 
trees  has  stated  came  from  the  Forestry  Service. 

The  Chairman.  A  lot  of  papers  came  up  after  we  commenced  our 
hearing  here.  A  man  from  the  Forestry  Service  came  up  with  a 
whole  armful  of  papers,  and  I  directed  him  to  deliver  them  to  the 
clerk.  • 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  am  quite  content.  I  merely  sought  information, 
that  is  all. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  view  of  what  has  been  said,  I  think  it  would  be 
well  just  to  read  them  now. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  who  signed  that  [handing  paper  to 
witness]? 

.Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  is  signed  by  District  Law  Officer  Pierce; 
it  sounds  like  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  informed,  Mr.  Brandeis,  by  the  clerk  of  the 
Committee  that  these  are  documents  that  came  up  from  the  Forestry 
Bureau  after  we  commenced  the  hearing  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  And  consequently  have  not  been  listed? 

The  Chairman.  Have  not  been  listed  except  by  the  clerk.  He 
just  made  a  list  of  them;  just  finished  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  That  list  will  go  into  the  record,  I  assume,  as  the 
other  list  did? 

The  Chairman.  Yes.  I  am  informed  that  the  only  ones  so  far 
listed — there  is  such  a  multitude — are  the  few  that  have  been  handed 
to  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  state  in  explanation  when  we  came  here  to 
the  opening  session,  we  requested  that  these  be  searched  out  by  the 
clerk,  and  he  has  just  handed  them  to  us  [reading]: 

B. 

[28°  E.  N.  94.    Paid  Govt.    Night.] 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  16,  1909. 
L.  R.  Glavis,  No.  96. 

Chief  of  Field  Division,  General  Land  Office,  Seattle,  Wash.: 
WellH  absent;  impossible  for  me  to  leave  here  before  August  10  or  15.  Will  come 
then  direct  to  Seattle,  if  agreeable  to  all.  Am  wiring  Allen,  Portland,  to  assist  you  in 
every  way  in  his  power  upon  your  requisition  and  it  necessary  to  call  on  district  for- 
ester at  San  Francisco  for  advice  of  district  law  officer,  land,  who  is  specially  qualified. 
Associate  forester  especially  anxious  to  cooperate  and  assist  you  in  every  way  possible. 
He  and  I  regret  my  inability  to  come  at  once. 

Shaw. 
Answer  to  No.  94. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Some  of  these  copies — some,  I  think — are  incorrect, 
because  that  name  should  be  Lane,  the  man's  name  in  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Instead  of  reading  all  the  details  I  will  just  read 
the  substance  of  them  and  hand  them  to  the  stenographer  to  put  in. 

The  Chairman.  If  there  is  no  objection,  that  course  will  be  taken. 
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(The  next  letter  read  by  Mr.  Vertrees  is  as  follows:) 

C. 

[406.    CH.  HB.  UY.    119.    Paid.    Night.    Govt.] 

Washington,  D.  C,  J\ 
Allen,  Portland,  Oreg. 

Glavis,  Seattle,  requests  my  immediate  personal  presence  connection  wi 
hundred  coal  filings  in  Chugach  forest,  known  as  "Clarence  Cunningham 
Says  claims  about  to  proceed  to  hearings  and  of  utmost  importance  involving 
valued  at  millions.  Have  wired  Glavis  impossible  for  me  to  leave  accoun 
absence,  but  that  I  can  leave  August  10  or  15  if  necessary  and  agreeable  to  all 
suggested  to  him  confer  with  you  and  have  promised  that  you  will  give  all  n 
assistance  upon  his  request.  In  view  importance  cases  I  suggest  if  it  is  nec< 
assist  your  law  officer  that  you  wire  Olmstad  at  San  Francisco  to  send  Land 
especially  qualified.    Mr.  Price  approves  this  telegram. 

i 

12.26  a.  m. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  there  is  a  letter  of  July  16,  1909,  date* 
tie,  Wash.  It  seems  to  be  a  copy.  I  suppose  that  was  writ 
you,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  recall  such  a  letter,  and  the  substance  of  it.  I 
also 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  think  it  is  yours? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  think  it  is  a  copy.     The  letter  is  as  foil 

D. 

Seattle,  Wash.,  July  16, 
Mr.  A.  C.  Shaw, 

United  States  Forest  Service,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Shaw  :  I  wired  you  to-day  in  reference  to  the  Alaska  coal  cast 
trust  that  you  will  be  able  to  secure  a  continuance  in  the  Cunningham  grou 
will,  no  doubt,  have  called  for  all  my  reports  and  papers  in  the  case  before 
you  have  not  done  so,  I  would  suggest  that  you  call  for  all  the  papers  connec 
the  Alaska  coal  investigations.  There  are  many  phases  to  this  investigation 
not  of  record,  for  obvious  reasons.  You  will  probably  come  to  that  conclusi 
examining  my  reports.  It  is  quite  probable  that  some  of  the  papers  wil] 
turned  over  to  you.  However,  I  have  the  same,  and  they  would  oe  very  in1 
reading  to  you. 

These  cases  embrace  practically  the  future  coal  supply  of  the  United  Sta 
efforts  are  now  being  made  by  the  Guggenheim  and  Morgan  interests  to  sec 
trol  of  the  entire  field.  This  would  make  a  monopoly  similar  to  that  of  the  1 
vania  fields  to-day,  and  on  this  account  I  don't  believe  that  the  people  woi 
allow  such  a  condition  to  exist,  for  there  are  too  many  who  are  strong  supp 
the  preservation  of  our  natural  resources. 

Another  point  involved,  to  which  your  attention  is  called,  is  that  the  ent 
has  been  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  entry.  Therefore,  should  these  filings 
celed,  there  would  be  no  opportunity  for  otner  filings  to  be  made.  This  woul< 
the  Forest  Service  to  secure  certain  legislation  which  would  enable  it  to  coi 
output  of  coal  in  a  similar  manner  to  that  which  they  now  are  disposing  of  the 

I  nope  you  will  be  able  to  come  out  at  once  or  secure  a  continuance.  The  k 
the  delay  will  be  apparent  to  you  when  you  have  examined  my  reports. 

I  think  Mr.  Pincnot  is  somewhat  familiar  with  the  Alaska  coal-land  quest io 
Mr.  Garfield  gave  me  every  support  possible,  and  I  think  had  discussed  this  < 
with  Mr.  Pinchot  and  the  President,  for,  as  you  see,  it  raises  a  very  big  subje 
Respectfully, 


LRG/ES. 


Chief  of  Field  Di\ 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  The  next  letter  is  dated  Portland,  Oreg.,  July  17, 
1909,  and  is  as  follows: 

E. 
x  Portland,  Oreo.,  July  11,  1909. 

Shaw,  Forest  Service,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Your  telegram  first  information  we  have  had  regarding  coal  claims  Chugach.  Have 
made  no  examination  or  reports.  Will  give  Glavis  all  assistance  possible.  Allen 
has  written  recommending  postponing  hearing  until  November  1.  Urge  immediate 
action  his  recommendation. 

Geo.  H.  Cecil. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  there  is  another  dated  Washington,  D.  C, 
July  17 — I  suppose  it  means  1909 — which  reads  as  follows  [reading]: 

F. 

[216.  Cb  9  g  uy  94.    Paid.    Govt.] 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  17. 
Allen,  Portland,  Oreg.: 

Thirty-two  of  the  coal  cases  of  Cunningham  group  mentioned  in  yesterday's  telegram 
situated  on  west  side  of  Clearcreek  near  Kostakaw-Lake,  Kyak  mining  district.  No 
report  from  forest  officer  found  in  papers.  Glavis  final  report  not  here.  Early  action 
being  insisted  by  claimants  and  apparently  by  land  office;  appears  that  complete 
testimony  to  sustain  charges  not  gathered;  character  of  land  apparently  not  involved; 
charges  conspiracy.  Please  see  Glavis  record  and  wire  Forester  whether  Forest  Service 
should  request  continuance,  and  why;  make  telegram  full  and  Btrong.  Show  Glavis 
this  telegram. 

Shaw. 
1  p.  m. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  know  anything  of  that,  Mr.  Glavis  [hand- 
ing paper  to  witness]  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  remember  that  there  is  a  telegram  something  like 
that — I  couldn't  say  whether  that  was  a  copy  or  not. 

Mr.  Finney.  It  looks  to  me  like  a  request  from  you  to  cooperate. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  quotes.  Oh,  I  remember  that  now,  but  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  an  exact  copy.  This  is  a  telegram,  I  think, 
that  will  be  found  to  be  from  District  Law  Officer  Pierce,  who  is  in 
Seattle,  Wash.,  and  conferred  with  me  and  went  over  the  Cun- 
ningham papers;  and  then,  through  the  orders  of  the  department, 
they  had  to  make  recommendations  through  their  superiors  out  West. 
He  was  in  Portland,  a  district  forester  at  Portland,  so  he  had  to 
send  a  telegram  to  his  superior,  and  then  have  the  district  forester 
there  send  a  telegram  to  the  Forester  here. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  had  better  read  that,  I  suppose  [reading]: 


Seattle,  Wash.,  July  10,  1909. 
District  Forester,  Portland,  Oreg.: 

Please  report  following  telegram  to  Forest,  quote: 

"  Hearings  in  Cunningham  group  Alaska  coal  cases  should  not  be  set  until  pending 
investigation  is  completed,  because  Government's  case  could  be  established  without 
calling  claimants  as  our  witnesses.  As  documentary  evidence  in  Glavis' s  possession 
coupled  with  results  of  remaining  evidence  now  being  secured  would  enable  making 
a  prima  facie  case,  this  would  force  claimants  to  testify  for  themselves,  and  their 
affidavits  and  evidence  given  Glavis  is  sufficient,  to  discredit  on  cross-examination. 
Glavis  has  asked  me  to  furnish  expert  to  report  to  Kennedy  in  coal  fields." 

End  of  quote. 
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Senator  Sutherland.  What  is  the  first  part  of  it?  I 
catch  the  introductory. 

Mr.  Vertrees  (reading).  "Please  repeat  following  tele 
Forest" — meaning  the  Forestry  Service. 

Mr.  James.  Was  that  last  telegram  or  memorandum  sign 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  none  of  them  were  signed. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  necessary  to  know  who  signed  the 
gram  that  was  read,  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  know  nothing  about  it.     I  only  read  1 
cause  you  seemed  to  insist  that  they  should  be  read  now. 
not  had  a  chance  to  examine  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  certainly  want  them  read. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  I  understand  Mr.  Glavis  recolh 
that  telegram  was  signed  by  a  law  officer  named  Pierce? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Pierce  was  a  district  law  officer? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  that  it  wa»  in  this  way  that  the  Foresi 
ice  was  induced  to  apply  for  a  continuance  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  took  the  action  themselves;  up 
over  the  testimony  and  the  papers  in  the  Cunningham  case  tr 
to  that  conclusion. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  meant  is  that  you  went  to  Alk 
him  to  do  this,  initiated  it,  and  this  is  the  apparent  result  ol 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  went  to  Allen  first  and  then  I  sent  the  teleg 
the  action  taken  is  shown  there. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  request  Mr.  Shaw  to  come  out? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  I  think  I  did,  in  either  the  letter  or  the 
you  have  read. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  in  Senate  document,  look  at  page  4 
your  attention  there  to  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwartz, 
of  Field  Service  Division,  dated  April  20,  1908.    You  say  ii 
paragraphs: 

Before  I  am  able  to  complete  my  report  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  int 
of  the  entry  men  now  at  Los  Angeles,  Cal.,  and  I  expect  to  procure  from  hin 
complete  confession  concerning  the  agreement  appearing  on  page  1  of  the  j< 

That  is  the  Cunningham  journal,  isn't  it,  Mr.  Glavis? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

And  also  the  reference  to  W.  B.  Hey  burn,  found  on  page  5.  Should  it  be  < 
to  institute  criminal  proceedings  I  am  quite  sure  that  1  will  be  able  to  sec 
stenographer's  notebooks  containing  letters  dictated  by  Clarence  Cum 
Mr.  Heyburn. 

Respectfully,  L.  R.  Glavis, 

Chief  Field 

You  sav  there  you  are  quite  sure  you  will  be  able  to 
stenographer's  notebooks.  How  were  you  going  to  g< 
Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  was  going  to  go  myself  or  send  one  of  the  i 
the  stenographer — she  was  a  public  stenographer  in  a 
Seattle — that  took  most  of  Mr,  Cunningham's  dictation, 
thought  she  would  probably  keep  the  notebooks,  and  we  w 
to  try  to  get  them.  We  thought,  in  view  of  the  statemen 
Cunningham  journal  of  the  connection  of  Senator  Heybi 
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hey  would  probably  contain  letters  that  Cunningham  had  written 
<fr.  Heyburn. 
Mr.  Vertbees.  That  explains  why  you  wanted  them? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  I  asked  you  how  you  expected  to  get  them  from 
lim  or  her,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  intended  to  go  there  and  see  her  and  get  them. 
You  mean  just  the  very  way  we  expected  to  handle  it  ? 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Yes,  sir.  By  what  authority  would  the  stenog- 
rapher give  them  to  you,  is  what  I  mean? 

Mr.  Glavis.  She  wouldn't  have  any  authority.  I  had  in  mind 
the  same  system  we  used  in  getting  evidence  of  that  kind  now,  to 
ask  her  whether  or  not  she  was  keeping  her  notebooks.  I  had  in 
mind  sending  one  of  these  agents  there  and  telling  her,  and  I  think 
I  did  afterwards  send  an  agent  to  her,  afterwards  m  Tacoma,  and  he 
stated  to  her  that  he  had  given  her  some  dictation  about  a  year  or 
so  before  and  he  would  like  to  have  some  copies  made  from  that 
dictation,  and  that  he  would  be  very  glad  to  pay  her  for  going  through 
her  books  and  finding  those  particular  letters.  Then,  if  she  said 
she  had  the  notebooks,  that  is  all  we  wanted  to  know. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  In  other  words,  you  were  going  to  pay  her  for  them  ? 
Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  you  are  interrupting  me.  1  had  not  finished 
my  answer.  We  then  were  going  to  find  out  where  she  was  keeping 
her  stenographer's  notebooks,  and  after  we  found  that  out  I  instructed 
the  agent  to  tell  her  not  to  destroy  them,  that  we  might  want  to 
subpoena  her  to  bring  the  books  and  produce  them  in  court,  and  then 
we  were  going  to  have  her  subpoenaed  before  the  grand  jury  and  have 
her  read  through  her  notebooks,  or  have  somebody  else  do  it. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  That  was  the  way  you  were  going  to  do  it,  was  it? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Now,  in  the  matter  of  sending  these  experts  out 
to  examine  the  coal  fields,  it  was  not  done  at  all  in  1908,  was  it? 
Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Why  was  it  not  done  then,  Mr.  Glavis? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  was  directed  to  discontinue  the  investiga- 
tions on  May  2,  1908,  and  not  directed  to  resume  the  investigations 
of  the  Alaska  coal  cases  until  October  17,  1908.     The  field  examina- 
tion then  could  not  be  made  during  that  year. 

Mr.  Gbaham.  What  did  you  find  in  the  introduction  to  the  Cunning- 
ham group  which  made  the  notebook  of  this  stenographer  of  any 
materiality? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Where  is  that  referred  to? 

Mr.  Gbaham.  It  is  on  page  474  of  Senate  Document  248, 1  think. 
Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  notation  that  I  refer  to  in  that  report,  as  to  the 
necessity  for  it,  I  conclude  by  saving  "  that,  should  it  be  determined  to 
institute  criminal  proceedings.  That  referred  to  Senator  Heyburn, 
and  it  was  first  made  on  page  475,  in  which  a  memorandum  is  made 
of  an  agreement,  or  alleged  agreement,  with  Senator  Heyburn  to  look 
after  the  legal  services  and  act  as  attorney  for  securing  title,  in  con- 
sideration of  which  he  was  to  get  a  coal  claim  up  there. 

Mr.  Gbaham.  Is  that  what  is  in  the  book  here  at  the  bottom  of 
page  5;  is  that  what  you  refer  to? 

Sir.  Glavis.  It  is  on  page  575.  It  is  a  memorandum  in  the  Cun- 
ningham journal. 
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Mr.  Graham.  At  the  bottom  of  page  5  of  the  journal? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  at  the  bottom  of  page  5  of  the  jouni 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  when  vou  were  instructed  to 
work  on  the  Cunningham  group  of  claims,  in  the  spring  of  II 
had  been  at  work  on  them  up  to  that  time,  from  January,  had ; 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  been  directed  to  start  in.  I  did  a  little" 
January  and  February,  but  I  started  the  main  work  in  Marc 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  the  main  work,  but  you  were  woi 
them  and  you  understood  your  orders  to  be  merely  an  order 
pension.  That  was  while  you  were  in  that  field  and  had  ci 
that  work.     It  had  not  been  taken  out  of  your  control,  had  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  was  not  taken  out  of  my  control  a 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  still  had  charge  of  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Exclusively,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  your  testimony  on  page  393 — the  f 
occurs : 

Mr.  Bran deis.  Would  it  have  done  any  good — would  it  have  advanced 
on  these  coal  claims  in  the  least  if  you  had  taken  the  steamer  back  and  j 
up  to  Katalla? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  could  not  qualify  as  a  coal  expert.  My  testimc 
not  be  considered  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  would  have  been  an  absolutely  useless  performance,  wo 

The  Chairman.  But  it  never  occurred  to  you  that  summer  to  ask  the  d< 
to  send  the  experts  up  to  examine  the  coal  fields,  did  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  had  been  called  off  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  But  it  never  occurred  to  you  to  ask  for  that  in  the  summ< 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  ever  occur  to  you  that  that  was  urgent  until  1909' 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  did  occur  to  me  before  1909. 

Mr.  James.  Was  it  your  duty  to  be  calling  for  experts  upon  some  work  ^ 
had  been  taken  off  of? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  we  never  did  it.    We  waited  to  be  directed  to  resui 

You  regarded  it  as  very  important  work,  did  you  not,  Mr. 
from  that  testimony? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  had  the  expert,  Mr.  Kennedy,  th 
you  not,  under  your  control? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  had  him  in  Oregon. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  had  him  under  your  control,  did  you  n 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  mean  is,  you  could  have  sent  hin 
had  been  minded  to  have  done  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  examine  the  coal  claims? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  in  view  of  the  fact  that  I  had  1 
structed  to  discontinue. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  had  been  told  that  the  appropriation  h 
exhausted,  had  you  not,  and  that  you  would  have  to  stop 
account? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  also  stated  in  the  telegram 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  did  not  say  that  it  had  been  exhaus 
they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Madison.  But  that  was  the  effect  of  it — that  it  was  so  near  ex- 
hausted that  the  Government  could  not  take  any  more  funds  out 
of  the  appropriation  for  that  purpose.  That  is  what  they  informed 
you,  was  it  not? 

Mr. '  Glavis.  They  could  not  give  me  enough  men  to  do  all  the 
work.  I  wanted  to  continue  the  coal  work,  and  also  get  some  addi- 
tional agents  to  do  the  criminal  work,  that  is  in  Oregon,  and  they 
said  that  they  did  not  have  enough  money  to  pay  them  all. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  let  me  ask  a  question  right  there,  Mr. 
Vertrees? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Certainly,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Turning  to  page  97  of  the  compilation,  I  want  to 
call  your  attention,  Mr.  Glavis,  to  a  telegram  of  April  29, 1908,  and 
ask  you  to  read  it.  It  is  the  first  telegram  on  the  page.  Please  read 
that  aloud. 

Mr.  Glavis.  ' 'Portland,  Oregon,  April  29,  1908" — this  is  a  tele- 
gram from 

The  Chairman.  Read  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  not  addressed  there,  Mr.  Chairman.  It  is  only 
headed  "Glavis  to  Commissioner,  April  29th,  1908."     It  is  as  follows: 

United  States  attorney  desires  investigation  of  Umatilla  cases  and  of  thousand  cases 
in  which  patents  must  be  attacked  within  next  few  months.  Trials  commence  May 
16.  Hearings  and  Alaska  cases  will  engage  force  until  July.  To  properly  meet 
situation  seven  additional  agents  necessary. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  those  Umatilla  cases  referred  to  there  were 
the  Oregon  cases,  were  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  some  of  the  cases  in  Oregon;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  Umatilla  cases  were  Oregon  cases,  were  they 
not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  you  called  the  attention  of  the  department 
to  the  importance  of  these  cases  on  the  29th  of  April,  1908,  three  days 
before  you  were  directed  by  the  department  to  go  to  Oregon.  Is  that 
not  a  fact? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Tfye  Chairman.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Those  were  not  coal  cases,  were  they? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  although  you  were  directed  to  suspend  the 
work  on  certain  lines  on  account  of  the  depletion  of  the  appropriation, 
is  it  not  true  that  in  May  of  that  same  year  there  was  an  appropriation? 

Mr,  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  did  you  not  on  the  28th  day  of  May  receive 
this  telegram,  you  being  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  from  Mr.  Dennett, 
acting  commissioner,  which  appears  on  page  116  of  the  list  of  com- 
pilations: 

Secretary  of  Interior  letter  12th  released.  Bill  signed  carrying  $500,000  for  field 
work,  half  immediately  available.  Limitation  of  office  letter  April  28  revoked. 
Push  work. 

Did  you  get  that? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  on  June  3,  following  that  in  the  year 
1908,  did  you  not  also  get  this  letter  from  Mr.  Dennett,  commissioner, 
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dated  June  3,  1908,  and  did  you  not  get  it  in  due  course  of 
Portland,  Oreg.? 

The  Chaibman.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  It  is  page  229  of  Senate  document,  and  is  as 

June  : 
Mr.  L.  R.  Glavw, 

Chief  of  Field  Diiwon,  Portland,  Oreg. 

Sir:  There  is  hereto  attached  copy  of  an  act,  approved  May  28,  1908  < 

"To  encourage  the  development  of  coal  deposits  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska.' 

You  will,  therefore,  so  modify  the  scope  of  your  investigations  and  su 

reports  in  reference  to  Alaska  coal  lands  as  is  made  necessary  by  the  terms 

visions  of  the  foregoing  bill. 

The  General  Land  Office  and  the  department  appreciate  the  very  thor 
efficient  manner  in  which  you  conducted  your  investigation  in  reference  U 
situation  in  the  Alaska  coal  matters.  It  was  largely  by  your  report  of  i 
this  office  was  enabled  to  prove  by  the  record  what  are  the  necessities  of  U 
coal  fields  and  what  were  the  various  efforts  to  unlawfully  acquire  title  to  su 
Very  respectfully, 

Fred  Dennett,  Commi 

Now,  notwithstanding  there  had  been  suspension  of  the  ^ 
April,  were  you  not,  both  by  telegram,  as  I  have  stated,  and 
letter  of  June  3,  directed  to  go  to  work  on  these  matters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  consider  either  of  them  f 
but 


Mr.  Vebtbees.  And  was  not  the  trouble- 


Mr.  Brandeis.  One  moment;  he  has  not  finished  his  ansi 

Mr.  Glavis.  And,  furthermore,  Mr.  Schwartz  did  not  cod 
as  such,  as  he  directed  me  in  October  to  resume  my  investigfi 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Mr.  Glavis,  the  point  I  wish  jour  mind  dir< 
is  that  when  work  was  suspended  you  were  in  charge  of  a 
matters? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  And  that  there  was  a  telegram  telling  you  1 
letter  was  released,  and  the  appropriation  had  been  made 

Jush  work — meaning  thereby  all  work — and  that  then  this  1 
une  3  followed,  giving  you  a  copy  of  the  act  and  directing  y 
you  should  modify  vour  action  in  view  of  that  act,  which  re! 
Alaska  lands.     Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  is  not.  It  is  your  conclusion  th 
telegram  means  all  work.     It  reads 

The  Chaibman.  I  understood  the  question  to  be  if  it  was  i 
that  you  got  such  a  letter. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  Mr.  Chairman;  the  attorney  has  drawn  the 
sion  from  the  record,  and  he  asks  me  whether  that  conclus 
correct.     The  only  way  I  can  answer  it  is  to  answer  it  in  this 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Let  me  get  at  it  in  this  way.  I  want  to  £ 
interpretation  of  these  orders.  First,  is  it  not  true  that  they 
the  matter  and  put  you  to  such  activities  as  the  situation  a: 
other  duties  to  those  other  cases  would  admit  of  with  respec 
Alaska  coal  lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  is  not  really  the  order  directing 
resume  my  work  on  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Please  go  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Schwartz,  wl 
speak  of — it  is  on  page  141  of  the  list  of  compilations — and  I 
you  if  that  letter  did  not  mean  this,  after  reading  it: 
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Your  investigation  of  these  coal  entries  was  temporarily  deferred  during  the  pend- 
ency in  the  last  Congress  of  a  bill  to  provide  additional  laws  for  acquiring  title  to 
Alaska  coal  lands.  Since  that  time  the  condition  of  business  in  your  district  nas  been 
such  that  no  further  investigation  has  been  had  of  these  particular  entries. 

Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  did  you  not  understand  that  order  to  mean  this, 
that  there  had  been  a  temporary  suspension  of  the  investigation 
because  of  the  legislation  referred  to,  and  that  since  that  time  noth- 
ing had  been  done  because  of  the  condition  of  business  in  your  dis- 
trict, not  because  you  had  been  forbidden  to  do  it? 

Mr.  Glayis.  No,  sir;  I  considered  it  that  it  was  my  first  order  to 
resume  in  the  investigation  of  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  I  asked  you  though  now,  as  to  the  language,  if 
that  is  not  what  he  savs,  that  since  that  time  "  the  condition  of  misi- 
ness  is  such  that  no  further  investigation  has  been  had" — speaking 
of  the  fact,  or  the  condition,  and  not  as  to  the  orders  at  all. 

Mr.  Glayis.  He  states  that  in  part  in  that  letter. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Now,  do  you  mean  to  say  that  notwithstanding 
that  telegram  to  you  to  push  work — notwithstanding  that  letter 
of  June  3,  1908,  to  you — that  you  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  take  steps 
with  reference  to  the  Cunningham  cases,  whatever  might  be  neces- 
sary; for  example,  to  send  Kennedy,  or  anyone  else  that  you  could 
send,  to  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  Mr.  Schwartz  believed  this  letter  of 
October  7,  1908,  to  be  the  first  instructions  I  received  to  proceed  with 
that  investigation,  and  in  furtherance  of  that  belief  will  oe  found,  on 
page  139,  Mr.  Schwartz'^  recommendation  to  the  Commissioner  of 
the  General  Land  Office,  in  which  he  says: 

I  am  still  of  the  opinion  that  these  claims  were  fraudulent,  and  that  the  orders  issued 
to  Chref  of  Field  Division  Glavis  at  the  time  the  Alaska  coal  bill  was  pending  in 
Congress  to  summarily  suspend  his  investigations  should  now  be  revoked. 

And  he  was  my  immediate  superior,  having  charge  of  the  work  and 
direction  of  my  work. 

Senator  Root.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter?  . 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  letter  is  dated  September  23,  1909.  It  further 
says: 

And  he  should  he  directed  to  proceed  with  a  view  to  establishing,  by  the  necessary 
evidence,  the  complete  facts  in  relation  to  the  Cunningham  and  Guggenheim  claims. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  from  Mr.  Schwartz  to  the  commissioner. 
I  have  asked  you  about  this  telegram  of  Mr.  Schwartz  to  you — what 
it  meant  to  you.  You  did  not  have  that  letter  that  you  have  just 
referred  to  before  you  at  all,  did  you? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  but  Mr.  Schwartz,  as  shown  by  the  letter  of 
October  7,  1908,  on  page  141  of  the  list,  initialed  and  in  fact  wrote 
the  letter  that  was  sent  on  October  7,  1908,  by  Mr.  Dennett  directing 
me  to  resume  the  investigations. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  Mr.  Schwartz's  letter  to  the  commissioner  was 
not  written  until  September  23. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  speaking  also  of  the  one  of  October  7  directing 
me  to  resume. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwartz  on  April  27,  1905 — and 
that  letter  is  on  page  514  of  the  Senate  document — that — 

In  order  to  complete  the  investigations  within  the  period  designated  by  you,  Special 
Agent  Andrew  Kennedy  and  Timber  Cruiser  Adams  will  be  in  Chicago. 
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And  then  you  tell  him  of  your  itinerary,  that  when  your 
the  East  is  completed,  you  will  return  to  Washington  and  < 
the  work  in  the  States,  etc. — about  450  coal  claims.     Then  ; 

This  will  complete  the  investigations  except  field  work,  which  as  I  sta 
telegram  to  you  could  not  be  attended  to  until  July,  and  the  interview] 
claimants  in  Alaska,  amounting  to  some  75  persons.  I  had  intended  to  hi 
agents  H.  T.  Jones  and  Percy  Smith  make  such  investigations,  but  owii 
telegram  of  recent  date  that  Mr.  Jones  is  not  available  this  work  will  be  i 
delayed  until  my  return  from  the  East. 

Does  that  mean  that  you  were  going  to  have  those  tw< 
agents  go  and  make  the  field  investigations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  means  they  were  to  interview 
coal  claimants  who  resided  in  Alaska. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  not  say  there  that  "this  will  com] 
investigations  except  the  field  work,"  and  then  follow  that 
statement 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  will  have  to  read  the  whole  letter. 

Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

Which,  as  stated  in  my  telegram  to  you,  could  not  be  attended  to  until 
the  interviewing  of  coal  claimant*  in  Alaska,  amounting  to  some  75  persoi 
intended  to  have  Special  Agents  H.  T.  Jones  and  Percy  Smith  make  such 
tions,  but  owing  to  your  telegram  of  recent  date  that  Mr.  Jones  is  not  avai 
work  will  be  necessarily  delayed  until  my  return  from  the  East. 

You  have  already  spoken  of  the  investigations  il  except 
work." 

Mr.  Glavis- (reading): 

Except  the  field  work  and  the  interviewing  of  the  coal  claimants  in  Alaski 
ing  to  some  75  persons. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  are  two  things  that  you  described 
covered  by  the  investigations,  are  there  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  exceptions  made  to  complete  it  \ 
field  work  and  the  interviewing  of  the  75  persons.  That  is  tl 
would  construe  my  own  letter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  not  this  what  you  say:  "This  will  comj 
investigations  except  the  field  work;"  meaning  thereby  t 
field  work  is  part  of  the  work  of  the  investigations,  but  it 
been  completed  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  "this  will  complete  the  investigations  ex 
field  work" — and  then  there  is  a  comma — "which,  as  state 
telegram  to  you,  could  not  be  attended  to  until  July,"  which : 
the  field  work;  and  the  other  exception  is  the  interviewing 
claimants  in  Alaska,  amounting  to  some  75  persons,  the  ex 
being  field  work  and  the  interviewing  of  those  75  persons. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Precisely;  the  investigations  are  to  be  of 
work  and  the  interviewing  of  those  75  persons.    Now,  do  you 
him  there  that  you  had  intended  those  two  men  to  make  tho* 
tigations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  intended  to  make  such  investigations;  that  i 
75  persons.  Mr.  Vertrees,  you  misunderstood  me.  In  w 
letter  of  this  kind  to  Mr.  Schwartz  it  was  never  necessary  for  i 
into  details  of  telling  him  that  H.  T.  Jones  and  Percv  Smith  y 
coal  experts  or  were  not  competent  to  pass  upon  the  coal  c 
and  the  improvements  of  coal  lands.  lie  knew  that  they  \ 
experts  for  that  purpose. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  you  wish  to  be  understood  as  saying  that 
when  you  said  that  you  did  not  mean  that  those  two  persons  were 
to  go  to  make  the  field  investigation. 

Now  I  understand  it.  Now,  another  thing  that  you  have  said 
was  that  it  seemed  curious  to  you  that  there  was  a  change  of  the 
rules  with  reference  to  the  land  entries  in  the  land  office. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  catch  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  say,  another  thing  you  did  state  was  curious  to 
you  was  a  change  with  reference  to  the  land-office  rules — the  coal- 
land  regulations  after  Mr.  Ballinger  came  in.  Did  you  not  make 
that  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did,  in  my  direct  examination;  yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Vertrees.  What  did  you  mean  by  that?  What  idea  did 
you  mean  to  convey  to  the  committee  oy  saying  that  that  was 
curious  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  was  so  shortly  after  he  got  in.     That  came 
during  my  direct  testimony;  it  was  merely  incidental.     It  is  not  of ' 
such  great  importance. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  you  attach  no  significance  to  that  at  all? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  very  much  importance,  but  I  think  it  came  in 
in  discussing  the  matter  with  Mr.  Hoyt. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  say  not  very  much.  Do  you  attach  any 
importance  to  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  certain  changes  made;  yes,  sir;  but  we 
merely  thought  it  was  strange  that  he  made  them  so  soon  after  he 
came  into  office. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  just  wanted  to  know  what  you  made  of  it.  You 
will  find  in  the  evidence  on  page  317  a  reference  to  it.  Do  you 
remember  your  statement  on  that  point? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not,  but  I  do  not  attach  any  great 
importance  to  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  answer  does  not  quite  satisfy  me — "  great 
importance/'  I  want  to  know  what  importance  you  do  attach  to 
it.  You  made  a  statement  with  reference  to  the  Secretary  which 
referred  to  the  commissioner — that  he  made  a  change  of  rules  which 
looked  curious  to  you.  That  is  my  recollection  of  your  statement. 
You  may  have  said  peculiar.     I  do  not  remember  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Have  you  a  reference  to  the  page  where  that 
appears  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  had  a  reference  to  it,  but  I  can  not  put  my  hand 
on  it  just  at  present. 

The  Chairman.  There  are  rules  under  the  act  of;1904  appearing  in 
the  testimony  on  page  315. 

Mr.  Finney.  It  is  page  59  of  the  testimony,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  page  59  of  the  testimony,  about  the  middle  of 
the  page,  you  say. 

We  thought  it  was  rather  peculiar  that  Commissioner  Ballinger  should  change  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  coal  lands. 

Now,  do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  wished  to  attach  no 
significance  to  that  change  at  all? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  is  just  a  statement  there  that  we  thought 
it  was  peculiar.  In  other  words,  we  did  not  understand  why  it  was 
done  or  for  what  purpose  it  was  done. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  on  that  page  the  following  occurs: 

The  Chairman.  You  thought  it  was  strange  that  he  would  change  the 
regulations.    Had  he  in  fact  made  any  change  in  the  rules  and  regulations 

Mr.  G  la  vis.  Yes.  The  rules  and  regulations  dated  April  12,  1907,  ar 
from  the  former  rules  and  regulations  governing  the  entry  of  coal  lands. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  briefly,  state  the  substance  of  the  change. 

Mr.  G  lav  is.  I  could  not  state  all  of  them,  but  I  remember  one.  That  wa 
rules  and  regulations  said  that  only  one  entry  or  filing  would  be  permitted 
coal-land  laws.  Mr.  Ballinger's  regulations  read  only  one  entry  would  I 
under  the  coal-land  laws,  while  in  the  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Compan 
had  found  two  instances  where  two  filings  had  been  made  for  coal  lands. 

What  I  want  to  know  is  what  was  peculiar  or  strange  ab 
the  sense  that  it  in  anywise  reflects  upon  the  official  acts  of 
missioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  why  Mr.  Hoyt  and  I  commented  on  it 
his  action  in  the  Wilson  Coal  Company  case  was  fresh  at  t 
in  our  minds,  and  a  month  or  so  after  this  Portland  Coal  a 
Company  case — we  had  had  it  then,  I  think;  Mr.  Hovt  did  j 
it  definitely  in  mind  and  I  told  him  about  it,  and  I  think  thi 
into  consideration  with  the  Wilson  Coal  Company  case,  is  wl 
me  comment  upon  it  at  all. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  on  the  matter  of  what  you  state  no 
committee,  not  your  comments  then.  I  want  to  know  whal 
in  the  rules  that  looks  peculiar  or  curious  in  the  sense  that  i 
at  anything  improper  on  the  part  of  the  commissioner  or  S 
Garfield,  who  approved  these  rules? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  change  that  looks  queerer  in  my  mind  i 
any  other  was  the  change  striking  out  of  the  old  rules  that 
filing  should  be  made. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  have  not  asked  you  about  the  natur 
changes;  I  am  coming  to  that  presently. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  tnought  you  were. 

Mr.  Graham.  It  appears  to  be  relative  as  far  as  it  has  g 
responsive. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  submit  that  it  is  not. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  to  draw  the  distinction  as  to  the  change 
as  between  one  set  of  rules  and  the  other,  in  order  to  mal 
understood. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  before  we  get  to  the  changes 
want  now  to  have  you  state  to  the  committee  is  whether  or 
wish  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  there  is  something  in  th 
that  is  peculiar  and  significant — that  is,  of  a  character  that 
less  reflects  upon  the  motives  of  those  who  changed  them — i 
we  will  talk  about  the  changes  later.  Do  you  say  that 
something  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  do  think  that  a  change  of  some  kii 
be  predicated  on  that  alone. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  say  "on  that  alone" — that  in  part? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  in  part;  and,  well,  considering  all  his  ot 
from  the  Wilson  coal  cases  down,  it  would  have  a  little  sigi 
without  any  definite  proof,  but  standing  alone  it  is  absolute! 
terial,  I  think. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  is  the  change  ?  Let  us  have 
Glavis. 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  were  several  changes.     The  one  that  I  c 
^w  is  the  filing. 
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The  Chairman.  If  you  will  turn  to  nage  299  of  the  testimony,  you 
will  find  the  rules  there  and  on  the  following  pages. 
Mr.  Denby.  That  does  not  show  the  changes. 
Mr.  Madison.  Go  ahead,  Mr.  Glavis;  tell  us  what  changes  you 
thought  were  peculiar. 

Mr.  Glavis.  One  was  the  fact  that  the  old  rules  only  allowed  one 
filing,  one  coal  filing,  where  the  new  rules  changed  that  to  read  that 
only  one  entry  would  be  allowed,  and  it  left  out  the  words  "only 
one  filing."  They  left  that  out,  and  by  putting  in  parentheses 
" excepting"  was  what  made  it  appear  queer  to  us,  that  they  intended 
to  permit  filings,  provided  they  had  not  made  entries,  of  course. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Now.  if  I  may  ask  you,  what  effect,  if  any,  would 
that  change  have  on  tne  case  to  whicn  you  have  just  referred — that 
is,  the  Wilson  Coal  Company's  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  not  have  any  effect  whatever  on  the  Wilson 
Coal  Company's  case.  I  merely  stated  that  the  only  reason,  per- 
haps, why  we  commented  on  it  at  that  time  was  the  fact  that  just 
before  tins  we  had  found  out  Mr.  Ballinger's  connection  with  the 
Wilson  Coal  Company's  case.  That  was  all.  It  did  affect  the  Port- 
land Coal  and  Coke  Company's  case  to  a  certain  extent. 

Mr.  Graham.  What  rule  are  you  referring  to  now?  What  is  the 
number  of  it  in  the  book? 

Mr.  Madison.  Under  the  new  rule  a  person  might  make  a  number 
of  locations  and  filings,  might  he  not? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  then  abandon  them,  relinquish  them  to  the 
Government,  and  move  away  and  make  other  filings,  and  then  finally 
effect  an  entry  when  a  party  had  succeeded  in  making  the  location 
that  he  preferred.  That  would  be  the  practical  operation  of  the 
new  rule. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  comment  that  we  made  at  that 
time,  or  about  the  comment. 

Senator  Purcell.  The  change  was  that  one  said  "filings"  and  the 
other  said  "entry."     Is  that  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is,  one  said  one  person  can  have  the 
benefit  of  one  entry  or  filing  only.  That  is  rule  9  of  the  old  regula- 
tions, and  the  new  regulations  read 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that  rule  on,  Mr.  Glavis? 
Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  on  page  300,  at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  in  this 
book  entitled  "List  of  Orders jlietters,  Telegrams,  and  other  Exhibits. " 
Mr.  James.  Mr.  Glavis,  under  this  rule,  suppose  one  man  made 
several  filings  and  then  only  made  one  entry,  could  no  other  person 
make  a  filing  on  the  land  that  he  had  formerly  filed  upon? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  He  could  go  on  and  make  another  filing;  that  is,  some 
other  person  could  ? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  And  his  filing  did  not  become  effective  until  this  man 
made  an  entry? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  they  would  probably  hold  that  it  would  dis- 
qualify the  man  if  they  found  that  he  had  two  at  the  same  time,  but 
they  often,  or  sometimes,  have  excitement  out  West  in  the  discovery 
of  coal  like  they  do  with  the  discovery  of  gold  in  the  West,  and  a 
man  first  on  the  scene  could  locate  a  coal  claim  and  sell  it  to  the 
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next  man  who  came  along,  and  locate  another  and  sell  that  one. 
They  could  speculate  in  that  way  on  the  public  land,  whereas  they 
could  not  under  the  old  regulations. 

Mr.  Jakes.  But  could  he  do  that  under  the  rule  made  by  Secretary 
Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Was  it  possible  for  him  to  do  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  we  thought  it  was. 

Mr.  James.  And  under  the  old  rules  it  was  not  possible  to  do  that  ! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  comment  that  Mr.  Hoyt  and  I 
made.  We  did  not  go  into  it  to  determine  the  matter,  but  that  was 
our  opinion. 

Mr.  Madison.  Now  did  the  old  rules — I  do  not  know  what  they 
were — disqualify  a  man  from  making  a  second  filing?  If  he  made 
one  filing  that  disqualified  him  from  making  a  second  one,  did  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  rule  9 

Mr.  Madison.  He  had  then  used  hid  rights,  so  far  as  acquisition  of 
the  coal  land  was  concerned,  when  he  had  made  one  definite  filing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Rule  9  of  the  old  rules  and  regulations  says: 

One  person  can  have  the  benefit  of  one  entry  or  filing  only.  He  is  disqualified 
by  having  made  such  entry  or  filing  alone  or  as  a  member  of  an  association 

Mr.  James.  But  the  new  rule- 


Mr.  Glavis.  Pardon  me;  I  had  not  finished  quoting  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  think  I  can  bring  that  out  pretty  clearly,  if  I 
am  allowed  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  would  like  to  have  Mr.  Glavis  read  the  new  rule. 
You  have  read  the  old  one.  Now  let  us  have  them  in  the  record 
side  by  side. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  not  finished  reading  that  part,  of  it.  It  con- 
tinues: 

No  entry  can  be  allowed  an  association  which  has  in  it  a  single  person  thus  dis- 
qualified, as  the  law  prohibits  the  entry  or  holding  of  more  than  one  claim  either 
by  an  individual  or  an  association. 

Senator  Purcell.  Are  you  reading  from  the  old  or  the  new  rules? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  the  old  rule. 

Mr.  Graham.  You  will  find  other  rules  on  pages  310  and  311  of  the 
same  document. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Rule  5  of  the  new  rules  and  regulations,  on 
page  310  of  the  record  of  testimony,  is  as  follows: 

5.  But  one  entry  of  coal  lands  by  any  person  or  association  of  persons  is  allowed  bv 
the  law.  No  person  who.  and  no  association  any  member  of  which,  either  as  an  indi- 
vidual or  &a  a  member  of  an  association,  shall  have  had  the  benefits  of  the  law  may 
enter  or  hold  any  other  coal  lands  thereunder.  The  right  so  to  enter  or  hold  is  ex- 
hausted whether  an  entry  embraces  in  any  instance  the  maximum  area  allowed  by 
the  law  or  less;  also  by  the  acquisition  of  a  preference  right  of  entry  unless  sufficient 
cause  for  the  abandonment  thereof  is  shown.  Assignment  of  a  preference  right  of  entry 
under  section  2348,  Revised  Statutes,  will  not  hereafter  be  recorgnized. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  those  were  rules  under  the  general 
coal-land  laws  in  the  Revised  Statutes,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  in  the  Revised  Statutes 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  mean  the  rules,  but  those  were  rules 
under  the  general  coal-land  laws,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  While  Congress  passed  an  act  in  1900,  I  think, 
applying  the  general  coal-land  laws  to  Alaskj^.  ^s^  matter  of  fact, 
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they  could  not  apply  because  there  was  no  surveyed  land.  Is  that 
not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  Alaska? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  So  that  there  was  no  law  under  which  they  could 
make  entries  in  Alaska  until  the  law  of  1904  was  passed.  Is  that  not 
true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  under  that  law  of  1904  there  were  two  steps 
required — first,  the  location,  by  staking  out  the  claim  and  filing  notice 
in  the  recorder's  office  of  the  district  and  with  the  register  and  re- 
ceiver.    Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  must  be  done  within  a  year  after  the 
location  was  initiated? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  then  within  two  years  after,  or  within  three 
years  from  the  time  of  making  the  first  location,  an  application  could 
be  made  to  the  register  and  receiver  for  leave  to  enter  the  land  and 
pay  for  it.     That  constituted  the  entry,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  So  there  were  two  processes — first,  a  location,  and 
finally  the  entry  of  location  must  be  made  within  a  year  of  the  entry, 
and  then  a  final  entry  within  three  years — under  the  Alaska  law? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  These  rules  and  regulations  only  refer  to  the 
general  coal-land  laws  in  the  United  States. 

The  Chairman.  And  had  no  relevancy  or  application  to  Alaska. 
Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  it  would  furnish  us  no  guide  to  compare 
these  rules  under  the  general  coal-land  laws  with  the  rules  that  were 
laid  down  under  the  law  of  1904.     Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Both  of  these  rules  and  regulations  refer  to 
the  same  statutes  exactly. 

Senator  Purcell.  That  is,  they  were  in  vogue  in  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  ;  neither  of  them  referred  to  Alaska,  but  both  sets 
of  rules  and  regulations  refer  to  the  same  section  of  the  Revised 
Statutes;  that  is,  they  both  referred  to  section  2347 

Senator  Purcell.  Pardon  me.  Prior  to  the  change  of  the  rules 
by  the  Secretary,  changing  the  rules  as  you  contend,  under  what  law 
and  what  rule  did  they  acquire  or  attempt  to  acquire  the  coal  land 
in  Alaska? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  had  a  different  set  of  rules. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  I  have  been  trying  to  get  at.  If  you 
had  answered  it  right  away  we  would  have  made  more  progress.  I 
meant  that  there  was  a  different  set  of  rules  under  the  general  law 
in  1904. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Purcell.  Can  you  direct  us  to  those  rules  that  were  acted 
upon  and  in  vogue  and  in  use  in  Alaska  prior  to  the  act  of  May  5, 1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  they  are  in  here. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  I  may  be  able  to  give  them  to  you. 

Senator  Fli^t.  Look  on  page  314  of  the  testimony. 
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Mr.  Madison.  Your  comparison  was  between  two  sets  of  rules,  eaci 
applicable  to  the  coal  lands  in  the  United  States,  but  had  no  reference 
to  Alaska  whatever. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  is  true,  is  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  One  set  of  rules  was  made  by  a  previous  com- 
missioner and  the  second  set  of  rules  was  made  by  Mr.  Ballinger. 
That  is  correct,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Purcell.  Now  then,  if  the  rules  that  you  speak  of — th* 
first  set — did  not  have  any  application  to  the  coal  lands  of  Alaska,  how 
could  the  change  that  he  made  in  those  rules  affect  Alaska  unless  thej 
were  specially 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  will  say 

Mr.  James.  I  notice  on  page  314  of  the  testimony  what  purports 
to  be  the  act  relative  to  coal  lands  in  Alaska,  and  section  4  provides: 

That  all  the  provisions  of  the  coal-land  laws  of  the  United  States  not  in  conflict  with 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  continue  and  be  in  full  force  in  the  district  of  Alaska, 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  Now,  were  the  same  regulations  relative  to  these  laws, 
which,  they  say,  "if  not  in  conflict  with  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  in  force  in  Alaska,"  in  force  in  the  department  relative  to  the 
Alaska  lands  where  they  did  not  conflict  with  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  coal  lands? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  do  not  know  as  to  that,  but  they  did  prepare 
rules  and  regulations 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  allow  me  to  call  your  attention  to  page 
314  of  the  testimony,  beginning  at  the  bottom?  You  will  there  find 
the  special  rules  under  the  Alaska  act  of  1904. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  the  page  I  was  reading  from. 

The  Chairman.  Those  are  the  rules  under  that  Alaska  law. 

Mr.  James.  Yes. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  the  rules  in  force  at  the  time  this 
alteration  was  made  are  the  rules  which  are  known  qs  the  rules  ap- 
proved by  Secretary  Teller,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  those  changes  were  made  by  Commis- 
sioner Ballinger  and  Secretary  Garfield.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  they 
revised  the  rules;  that  there  were  various  systems,  and  they  at- 
tempted to  codify  them  and  reduce  them  to  a  system? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  what  caused  our  comment.  We  did  not 
know  what  was  their  purpose. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  they  were  made  or  promulgated  both  by  the 
commissioner  and  the  Secretary,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  were  approved  by  the  Secretary;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  il  approved,"  if  you  prefer  that  word.  Now 
the  difference  that  you  have  spoken  of  so  far  was  this  that  under  the 
old  rule  persons  or  associations  of  persons  locating  or  entering  coal 
lands  in  the  District  of  Alaska  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  amenda- 
tory of  the  act,  etc.,  are  required  to  possess  certain  qualifications. 
Paragraph  9  of  the  old  rules  and  regulations,  under  the  general  land 
laws,  said  this,  did  it  not:  "One  person  can  have  the  benefit  of  one 
entry  or  filing  only;"  whereas  the  new  rule  changed  that  phraseology 
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so  cts  to  say  that  but  one  entry  of  coal  lands  by  any  person  or  associa- 
tion is  allowed  by  the  law,  and  then  added:  "No  person  who,  and  no 
association,  any  member  of  which,  either  as  an  individual  or  as  a 
member  of  an  association,  shall  have  had  the  benefits  of  the  law  may 
enter  or  hold  any  other  coal  lands  thereunder."     In  other  words,  it 
struck  out  the  word  "filing"  in  the  first  and  incorporated  the  word 
' '  liolcL  "in  the  last,  that  is.  tnese  rules  did,  so  that  they  were  forbidden 
to    enter  or  hold  more  tnan  one  piece,  putting  in  that  more  com- 
prehensive wording  of  holding.    That  was  one  change  that  was  made, 
was  it  ^  not,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  James.  Right  there,  Mr.  Glavis,  is  that  not  the  same  rule  relative 
to  coal  lands  in  Alaska — rule  5  on  page  315?     I  followed  the  language 
and  it  appeared  to  me  to  be  the  very  same  rule. 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  rule  in  the  coal  land-law. of  Alaska? 
Mr.    Glavis.  Yes;  it  is  the  same  as  the  rule  under  the  United 
States  laws. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  is  this  not  true,  that  paragraph  5  of  the 
new  rule  covers  or  overreaches  paragraph  37  or  the  .Teller  circular, 
which,  permitted  assignments  of  the  declaratory  statement.  Assign- 
ments of  the  declaratory  statement  were  allowable  under  the  old 
law,  and  that  was  forbidden  was  it  not,  under  the  new  law,  and  does 
it  not  provide  that  the  assignment  of  a  preference  right  of  entry 
under  section  346  shall  thereafter  be  recognized? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  that  was  a  very  rigorous  provision,  was  it  not? 
Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  the  assignment;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  it  absolutely  forbade  it.  Section  1  of  the 
Ballinger-Garfield  circular  of  April  12th  contains  the  following  regu- 
lations, that  included  the  Teller  circular,  namely: 

There  is  no  authority  under  which  a  coal  mine  upon  public  land,  entry  not  having 
been  made,  may  be  worked  and  operated  for  profit  and  sale  of  the  coal,  or  beyond  the 
opening  and  improvise  of  the  mme  as  a  condition  precedent  to  a  preference  right 
under  section  2348  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

Now,  that  was  an  addition  that  was  not  in  the  other,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  recollect  it  well  enough  to 
state. 

Mr.  Madison.  Where  are  the  old  rules? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  pages  300  and  301  of  the  testimony. 

Senator  Pukcell.  And  pages  310  and  315.  There  are  three  sets 
there.     Page  300  is  what  you  refer  to. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Another  rule  I  want  to  call  attention  to 

Senator  Fletcher.  Before  you  pass  from  that  question  of  assign- 
ment, look  at  rule  24,  on  page  317.  Does  that  not  provide  for  assign- 
ments? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  state  that  that  relates  to  Alaska.  The 
statute  provides  for  assignments  there. 

The  Chairman.  Section  2  of  the  Alaska  act  authorizes  assignments. 
I  call  your  attention  to  page  314  of  the  testimony.  You  will  see 
that  the  second  section  authorizes  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  the  law  does  provide  that. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  the  law  itself. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Has  not  the  witness  said  that  the  changes 
i  these  rules  could  not  have  any  relation  to  the  Alaska  situation? 

Mr.  Madison.  He  said  that  positively  in  reply  to  my  question. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 

Senator  Sutherland.  If  that  is  true,  it  would  seem  that  w< 
wasting  our  time  in  inquiring  about  the 

Mr.  vertrees.  Still  he  persisted  in  hooking  it  on  to  the  W 
case,  and  I  was  trying  to  snow  that  those  rules  promulgated  b] 
Secretary  and  the  commissioner  were  much  more  severe  thar 
previous  rules. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Still  he  does  state  that  they  could  ha^ 
reference  to  the  Alaska  situation,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  He  also  said  that  they  had  no  reference  or  a 
cation  to  the  Wilson  case.  The  comparison  of  the  rules  caj 
readily  made. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Still  he  persisted  in  saying  that  they  looked  pec 
and  strange  and  that  he  would  not  stand  tor  that,  and  I  wante 
show  that  4hey  were  not  peculiar  or  strange,  except  that  they 
more  severe  on  the  claimants  than  the  other  rules,  and  therefore  c 
not  favor  anybody. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Maybe  that  is  what  is  peculiar  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  Before  adjournment  I  wish  to  state  that  I 
received  the  following  letter  from  S.  S.  McClure  in  response  tc 
letter  written  to  him  under  date  of  January  26,  1910: 

McClure' s  Magazine, 
44-60  East  Twenty-third  Street, 
New  York,  February  14,  11 
Dear  Sir:  I  have  a  copy  of  your  letter  of  the  26th  of  January,  asking  me  to  a 
before  your  committee  which  is  investigating  certain  departments  in  rega 
conservation. 

I  have  no  first-hand  knowledge  of  any  sort.  The  article  in  the  January  num 
the  magazine  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Turner,  who,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  as 
information  as  possible,  made  a  study  of  the  matters,  going  to  Seattle  to  verify  a 
particulars.  But  his  knowledge  is  necessarily  based  upon  documents  and  inf 
tion  and  not  upon  personal  study  of  matters  in  Alaska.  His  collaborator  i 
article  was  Mr.  John  R.  Lathrop,  who  has  been  in  Alaska.  His  address  is  3759  M< 
ley  street,  Chevy  Chase,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  the  courtesy  of  your  invitation.    I  am  sure  that  i 
your  chairmanship  the  full  truth  will  be  brought  out  for  the  interest  of  the  pul 
Faithfully,  yours, 

S.  S.  McClu 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

The  Chairman.  The  hearing  will^now^be  adjourned  until 
Friday  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

(Accordingly,  at  5  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  i 
Friday,  February  18,  1910,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 


FRIDAY,  FEBRUARY   18,  1910. 

Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior 

Department  and  Forest  Service, 

Washington,  February  18,  191 
The  Joint  Committee  to  Investigate  the  Interior  Department 
Forest  Service  met  pursuant  to  adjournment  at  10  a.  m. 

Present,   Senators  Nelson   (chairman),   Flint,   Sutherland,   I 

Fletcher,  and  Purcell;  Representatives  Olmsted,  Denby,  Madi 

unes,  and  Graham;  Mr.  raul  Sleman,  secretary;  also  Mr.  Loui 
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Brandeis  and  Mr.  Joseph  P.  Cotton,  jr.,  representing  Mr.  Louis  R. 
Grlavis;  also  Mr.  George  Wharton  Pepper,  representing  Mr.  Gifford 
Pinchot;  also  Messrs.  John  J.  Vertrees  and  Carl  Rasch,  representing 
Secretary  Ballinger;  also  Mr.  E.  C.  Finney. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  please  come  to  order.  A 
quorum  is  present.  Mr.  Glavis  will  please  take  the  stand  and  the 
cross-examination  will  proceed. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  ask  for  a  subpoena  to  issue  for 
Mr.  Adolph  Behrens,  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  appear  before  this  com- 
mittee as  a  witness. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well;  we  will  have  the  subpoena  issued. 

Senator  Flint.  Are  we  going  to  proceed  without  any  statement  as 
to  what  they  are  going  to  testify  to,  witness  after  witness  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  state  if  you  desire  it,  Senator.  Mr.  Glavis 
has  testified  that  Mr.  Dennett  had  a  conversation  at  Seattle  with  Mr. 
Behrens,  or  rather  he  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Dennett,  in  which 
Mr.  Dennett  denied  any  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Behrens  and  when 
Mr.  Behrens  came  in  he  recognized  him.  He  and  Mr.  Behrens  went 
off  to  lunch  together.  Then  he  told  him  he  had  had  correspondence 
with  Mr.  Behrens  with  reference  to  a  certain  matter.  I  desire  and 
propose  to  prove  by  Mr.  Behrens  that  no  such  thing  ever  happened. 
That  he  did  not  know  him  prior  to  that  time.  That  he  did  not  go  to 
lunch  with  him  and  did  not  write  him  anything  connected  with  the 
matter. 

Mr.  James.  I  think  he  said  he  invited  him  to  lunch,  not  that  they 
went  out  together. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  did  not  invite  him  then.  I  predicate  it  upon 
the  affidavit  of  Mr.  Behrens.  I  have  a  copy  now  and  can  read  it  if 
desired.     It  is  the  foundation  for  my  application. 

The  Chairman.  Very*  well,  Mr.  Vertrees 

Senator  Flint.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  ought  to  make  it  a  rule, 
or  understanding  at  least,  that  a  witness  ought  not  to  be  subpoenaed 
without  any  formal  statement,  or  a  statement  should  be  made  by 
counsel  as  to  what  they  expect  to  prove. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  have  a  copy  or  the  affidavit. 

Senator  Flint.  This  statement  is  ample,  there  is  no  question  about 
that,  and  it  should  be  made  in  every  instance. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  this  statement  is  sufficient. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  At  the  last  meeting  there  was  a  report  filed — copy 
of  a  report — from  Special  Agent  Love  as  to  claimant  Mullen  and  we 
were  requested  to  give  the  date  of  that;  we  did  not  ^ive  it  at  the 
time — the  date  of  the  receipt.  I  have  this  communication,  addressed 
to  Mr.  Louis  Brandei9,  dated  February  16,  1910: 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  February  16,  1910. 
Mr.  Louis  Brandeis, 

Attorney  at  Law. 
Dear  Mr.  Brandeis:  In  accordance  with  your  request  to  be  advised  of  the  date  of 
receipt  in  the  General  Land  Office  of  report  of  Special  Agent  Love,  dated  November 
12,  1907,  relating  to  the  Alaska  coal  entry  of  Ignatius  Mullen,  I  have  to  advise  you 
that  the  records  of  the  General  I^nd  Office  show  that  said  report  was  received  in  that 
office  November  27,  1907. 

Very  respectfully,  E.  C.  Finney, 

Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 
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The  Chairman.  That  is  a  reply  to  a  letter  of  Mr.  Brande 
Mr.  Vertrees.  I  desire  that  to  be  inserted  in  the  record, 
reply  to  the  inquiry  of  Mr.  Brandeis  at  the  last  meeting  1 
date  be  given.  Mr.  Glavis,  when  we  adjourned  we  wer 
subject  or  the  new  rules  and  regulations  with  respect  to 
locations  and  entries  made  by  Commissioner  Ballinger  and  I 
Garfield.  I  had  understood  you  to  tell  the  committee  that 
that  those  rules,  as  made,  was  peculiar  and  strange  to  yo 
wanted  to  ask  you  as  to  the  difference  between  the  old  rules 
new.  I  was  proceeding  upon  the  assumption  that  you  youi 
reasonably  acquainted  witn  the  land  laws,  inasmuch  as  I  fine 
124  of  the  list  of  letters,  telegrams,  etc.,  this  letter  from  yc 
commissioner: 

Matter  mentioned  in  your  wire  June  27.  I  believe  Forest  Service  sh< 
perform  all  work,  including  handling  of  hearings,  or  none  at  all.  Howe 
results  would  be  had  if  all  investigations  were  made  by  special  agents  Ge 
Office,  because  forest-service  officers  have  no  idea  value  of  evidence  and 
macy  in  securing  same.    Few  understand  land  laws. 

Now,  do  you  not  know,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  the  rules  made  1 
tary  Garfield  and  Commissioner  Ballinger  were  really  lii 
upon  the  power  of  dealing  with  land  locations  instead  of  a 
sion  of  this  ?     Is  not  that  true  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  part. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  do  they  expand  them  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  they  do,  by  allowing  more  than  one 
be  made. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  not  this  the  state  of  the  law,  that  u 
old  law  there  could  be  filings  but  could  not  be  assignments 
filings  ?     I  speak  now  of  the  general  land  laws. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  did  not  these  new  rules  put  an  en 
assignment  ? 

Air.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  was  no  longer  any  possibility  of  ar 
lation  in  the  filings.     Is  that  not  true,  Mr.  Glavis  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir,  as  far  as  the  assignments  were  cone 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  did  not  that  bring  the  question  down 
these  new  rules  then  required  that  the  man  should  enter  or  ] 
that  no  one  could  either  enter  or  hold  more  than  one  piece — 
the  word  u hold' '  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  rule  do  you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  speak  of  the  rule  that  you  thought  was 
and  suspicious — rule  5. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  necessarily  say  that  it  was  suspicic 
merely  commented  upon  it,  that  was  all.     Why,  I  think  you 
consider  the  rules  with  the  form  of  affidavit  which  was 
under  those  rules. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  was  about  to  get  to  that  affidav 
have  anticipated  me  a  little.  At  the  bottom  of  page  31 
record  you  will  find  something  relating  to  the  rules.  Does  it 
vide  there  in  the  new  rules  that  there  is — 

no  authority  under  which  a  coal  mine  upon  public  lands,  entry  not  hi 
made,  may  be  worked  and  operated  for  profit  and  sale  of  the  coal,  or  beyon< 
ing  and  improving  of  the  mine? 
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Is  not  that  a  new  rule  altogether  and  was  not  in  the  old  rules  % 

Mr.  Glayis.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  I  now  come  to  the  affidavit 

The  Chairman.  On  what  page  of  the  record  do  you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  On  page  310  of  the  record  of  the  hearings,  at  the- 
bottom  of  the  page.  The  new  rule  there  would  absolutely  prevent 
those  who  had  entered  upon  the  land  to  work  them  for  sale  of  the 
coal  or  beyond  the  opening  and  improving  of  the  mine  as  a  condition 
to  a  preference  right  under  section  2348,  and  was  not  the  preference- 
right  of  entry  preserved  by  rule  5  on  310 

Mr.  Glavis.  Pardon  me,  Mr.  Vertrees;  you  say  that  affidavit — 
which  one  do  you  meant    There  are  two  affidavits. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  I  have  not  come  to  the  affidavits. 

The  Chairman.  He  refers  to  the  rule  on  page  310.  Confine  your 
answer  to  that  for  the  present. 

Mr.  Graham.  Which  rule  ? 

The  Chairman.  Rule  5. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  It  was  part  of  rule  7,  page  310,  that  I  read: 

There  is  no  authority  under  which  a  coal  mine  upon  public  lands,  entry  not  having* 
been  made,  may  be  worked  and  operated  for  profit  and  sale  of  the  coal,  or  beyond 
the  opening  and  improving  of  the  mine  as  a  condition  precedent  to  a  preference 
right  under  section  2348  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

Is  not  that  an  altogether  new  provision  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  is. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Going  back,  Mr.  Glavis,  to  section  5,  which  reserved 
the  preference  right  to  entry,  was  not  that  a  form  of  location  that  was 
entirely  allowable  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  true.  Now  I  come  to  the  affidavit.  Look 
at  page  311,  and  in  the  affidavit  prescribed  by  Secretary  Garfield 
and  Commissioner  Ballinger  there  appears  this: 

I  make  this  application  in  good  faith  for  my  own  benefit,  and  not,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, in  whole  or  in  part,  in  behalf  of  any  other  person  or  persons  whomsoever. 

Is  not  that  a  new  provision  inserted  in  these  new  rules  ? 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  not  sure  as  to  that;  I  would  have  to  compare- 


Mr.  Vertrees.  Look  at  page  302  of  the  old  ones,  or  rather  page  301 ; 
it  is  rule  23,  on  page  301  and  at  the  top  of  page  302. 

^£r.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  as  to  that  affidavit  it  does. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  true.  Now,  going  to  page  312,  is  there 
not  an  affidavit  required  there  by  section  15  with  reference  to  pur- 
chases by  associations  of  persons,  and  is  that  not  entirely  new,  not 
to  be  found  in  the  old  rules  at  all — about  the  middle  of  page  312 — 
requiring  each  member  of  an  association  to  make  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  I  recall  it,  it  is. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  recall  it  is  new  ? 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  answer  to  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  I  recall  it,  it  is. 

The  Chairman.  That  it  is  a  new  rule  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  look  at  rules  17,  18,  and  19,  as  to  the  notice 
and  publication  to  be  made  to  warn  and  notify  others  so  that  they 
can  make  their  claims.  I  will  ask  you  if  they  are  not  entirely  new, 
and  if  they  were  in  the  old  rules  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  that  is  so. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  is  it  not  true  that  the  forms  of  notice  ft 
lication  prescribed  on  page  313,  warning  persons  of  the  appli 
are  entirely  new  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  they  are,  too. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  is  it  not  true  that  part  second,  rela 
Alaska,  is  the  first  code  of  rules  that  was  established  for  Alas] 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  that  part  second  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  page  314,  part  second.  I  mean  by  tt 
first  complete  and  orderly  set.  'There  had  been  some  rules  i 
but  the  first  time  they  were  systematized  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  true;  and  did  you  not  know  that 
also  true  that  the  act  itself,  so  far  as  Alaska  was  concerned,  th 
Congress,  provided  that  locations  might  be  assigned,  and  that 
fore,  they  could  not  be  prohibited  as  they  had  been  prohibited 
new  rules  with  reference  to  lands  in  the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  All  that  is  true.  And  yet,  with  these  ad 
and  changes  in  the  respects  mentioned  you  have  said  to  thi 
mittee  that  the  fact  that  Commissioner  Ballinger  made  rules 
character,  although  they  were  approved  by  the  Secretary 
Interior,  were  causes  of  suspicion  m  your  mind. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  they  were  curious  and  peculiar  to  yoi 
you  not  make  that  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  quite  in  that  language.  I  think 
Mr.  Hoyt  and  I  merely  commented  and  said  it  was  peculiar  t 
change  was  made  relative  to  the  filing — not  that  there  were  n< 
good  provisions  in  the  changes  as  made,  but  our  comment 
merely — our  comments  were  confined  strictly  to  the  change 
filing,  allowing  by  the  omission,  more  than  one  filing  of  coal  1 
the  United  States.  Our  criticism  and  comments  had  nothinj 
with  the  Alaska  feature  of  the  rules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Still,  Mr.  Glavis,  is  it  not  true  that  you  me 
this  committee  to  draw  unfavorable  inference  from  the  fact  thi 
had  been  a  change  in  the  rules,  which  change  you  pronounce* 
liar  ?    If  you  did  not,  why  did  you  bring  it  nere  and  state  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  merely  a  part  of  my  statement  of  the  i 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  aware  it  is  a  part  of  your  statement 
am  asking  you  why  you  made  such  a  tiling  a  part  of  your  stal 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  thought  it  would  be  given  consider 
the  committee  deemed  it  ought  to  be.  I  did  not  lay  any  pa 
stress  on  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  lay  any  general  stress  on  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Just  as  I  have  stated.  Mr.  Hoyt  and  I  ha 
mented  upon  that  change  in  the  rules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  to  your  mind  it  was  of  sufficient  import 
be  presented  to  the  committee  as  something  reflecting  to  a  gr< 
less  extent  upon  the  good  faith  and  proper  conduct  of  Comm 
Ballinger.     Isn't  that  true  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  not  necessarily. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  why  did  you  state  it  ? 
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ff  Mr.  Glavis.  Unless  they  wanted  to  consider  this,  I  thought,  with 
the  other  facts. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  it  is  not  what  these  gentlemen  wanted 
to  consider  that  I  am  asking  you  about.  I  am  asking  you  about  what 
you  considered,  why  you  should  bring  such  a  thing  as  that  here  and 
present  it  to  the  committee  as  something  strange  and  curious  to  your 
mind  unless  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  telling  this  committee  something 
from  which  there  ought  to  be  drawn  an  unfavorable  inference. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  was  not  particularly  my  purpose.  In 
giving  this  testimony  I  think  I  made  other  statements  that  have  been 
favorable  to  Mr.  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  consider  that  an  answer  to  my  question  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  consider  that  answers  the  question.  Read 
the  question. 

(Tlie  stenographer  reads  the  question:  "It  is  not  what  these  gen- 
tlemen want  to  consider  that  I  am  asking  you  about.  I  am  asking 
you  about  what  you  considered,  why  you  should  bring  such  a  thing 
as  that  here  and  present  it  to  the  committee  as  something  strange 
and  curious  to*  your  mind  unless  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  telling  this 
committee  something  from  which  there  ought  to  be  drawn  an  unfa- 
vorable inference  ?  ") 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  will  perceive,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  I  am  not  asking 
what  was  particularly  your  purpose  or  generally  your  purpose,  or 
whether  or  not  this  was  in  your  mind,  ana  this  was  part  of  your  pur- 
pose to  bring  a  fact  here  and  state  it  to  these  gentlemen  of  the  com- 
mittee, which  to  your  mind  was  one  that  was  unfavorable  to  the 
official  conduct  of  Commissioner  Ballinger.  If  you  did  not  have  that 
purpose  and  object  in  your  mind,  what  did  you  state  that  fact  for  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  it  was  a  part  of  the  facts. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  have  that  purpose  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not — no,  sir;  I  do  not  think  I  had  that  purpose 
in  mind  when  I  made  that  statement. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  then,  what  did  you  make  it  for  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  it  was  a  part  of  the  facts  relating  to  his  con- 
duct as  commissioner. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  it  carry  an  unfavorable  significance  to  your 
mind,  Mr.  Glavis — that  fact  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  not  particularly.     We  could  not  understand  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  object  to  the  answer  particularly.  I  would  like 
to  have  you  say  whether  it  did  or  did  not — yes  or  no — have  any 
unfavorable  inference  of  such  a  tinge  and  tint  that  you  thought  it 
ought  to  be  stated  to  this  committee  investigating  the  conduct  of  a 
public  official  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  thought  it  ought  to  be  presented  to  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Why? 

Mr.  Glavis.  So  that  they  could  consider  it,  whether  good  or  bad. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  To  your  mind  was  it  good  or  was  it  bad  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  one  change  that  I  mentioned  particularly  in  it  I 
think  is  a  bad  change. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  the  bad  change  in  the 
law,  but  the  fact  that  you  presented  it  as  a  whole — that  he  had  made 
these  changes  in  these  rules.     Why  did  you  bring  that  fact  here  and 
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present  it  to  this  committee?  That  is  what  I  want  to  know;  01 
put  it  otherwise,  was  it  because  to  your  mind  it  had  a  signifies 
and  wms  injurious  to  this  official  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  it  was 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  do  not  think  it  did 

Mr.  Graham.  Mr.  Vertrees,  won't  you  please  let  him  finish  i 
his  own  way?  I  doubt  if  you  would  have  concluded  as  he  w< 
have  done,  and  I  think  that  spoils — at  least,  to  my  mind  it  < 
spoil — the  effect  of  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I,  of  course,  Mr.  Chairman,  do  not  like  to  coftip] 
but  I  do  submit  this,  that  I  think  the  witness  shows  a  dispositio 
give  every  answer  with  a  string  to  it,  and  to  give  a  qualification  a 
this,  that,  and  the  other  thing  not  called  for  by  the  questions.  IS 
I  have  asked  the  question  in  a  different  form  eight  or  ten  times, 
it  is  to  my  mind — and  I  submit  it  with  all  deference — a  plain  q 
tion  which  can  be  easily  answered,  to  get  at  the  purpose  and 
motive  and  the  object  of  the  witness.  He  comes  here  with  an  ai 
of  facts  and  statements,  and  states  them  and  itemizes  them 
details  them.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  pertinent,  a  fact 
this,  which  I  will  say,  to  my  thinking,  has  no  hurtful  significanc 
all,  but  just  the  reverse,  as  I  see  it.  I  may  be  in  error  about  i 
anyhow,  but  when  he  suggested  that  as  a  thing  which  was  peci 
or  strange,  I  wanted  to  know  the  workings  of  his  mind  on  that  pc 
and  get  at  the  motive  of  the  man,  whether  it  is  innocent  or  mahci 
and  I  think  it  is  a  relevant  question. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Chairman,  has  not  the  witness  stated, 
stated  repeatedly,  his  purpose  ?  He  stated  definitely  that  he  wis 
to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  committee  the  facts  which  seemei 
him  of  some  importance  in  enabling  the  committee  to  form  a  cor 
conclusion  of  Mr.  Ballinger's  conduct.  Now,  Mr.  Vertrees  might 
as  well  in  any  ordinary  case  built  up  from  a  huge  multitude  of  ft 
ask  the  purpose  of  putting  in  any  one  fact  out  of  a  great  nun 
which  makes  up  the  whole  evidence  in  the  case.  The  facts  are  sti 
because  they  are  facts,  and  there  is  not  any  particular  motive  ex< 
the  motive  of  telling  the  truth,  which  impels  the  witness  to  state 
fact  necessarily  more  than  another. 

Senator  Root.  I  do  not  understand  that  there  is  any  ques 
about  that. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  want  to  explain  my  position  first,  by  a  word, 
not  blame  Mr.  Vertrees  for  getting  impatient  at  times  because 
the  witness's  constitutional  hesitation  or  speech,  but  as  Mr.  Vert 
says,  he  wants  to  get  the  witness's  answer  about  this  matter  so  i 
he  can  judge  of  his  motive.  That  is  very  proper,  but  in  order  t< 
that  the  answer  must  be  the  witness's  answer,  and  not  one  thing  a; 
suggested  by  the  attorney.  That  is  the  point  that  I  want  to  m 
I  want  to  get  the  witness's  answer. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  to  counsel  and  to  Mr.  Graham  1 
it  is  apparent  to  me  that  in  most  every  answer  the  witness  has  gi 
he  has  always  had  a  string  to  it.  He  has  hardly  ever  given  a  ai 
answer  to  any  question.  If  it  were  in  a  court  of  justice  where 
were  proceeding  according  to  the  rules  of  evidence,  that  would  no 
permitted  to  the  extent  that  it  has  been  carried  on,  but  we  are  ha 
capped  here  by  the  fact  that  we  are  moving  without  any  rule 
viaence,  and  the  chair  under  those  circumstances  is  helplesi 
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enforce  any  rules  of  evidence,  and  we  can  not  prevent  the  witness 
from  adding  an  addendum  to  every  question  that  is  put  to  him.  I 
will  say  further  that  the  committee  will  be  able  to  judge  of  these 
things  upon  the  facts  produced,  and  all  the  effect  of  his  lengthy 
answers  with  argument  will  simply  be  to  delay  the  proceedings. 
Proceed. 

Mr.  Graham.  Without  assenting  to  the  chairman's  characteriza- 
tion of  the  witness's  testimony,  ana  in  fact  dissenting  from  some  of  it, 
I  still  insist  that  even  if  it  were  true  it  would  not  justify  anybody  in 
adding  to  the  witness's  answer  for  the  witness. 

Senator  Root.  Let  us  have  the  question  and  answer,  Mr.  Reporter. 

The  reporter  read  as  follows: 

I  am  not  asking  you  about  the  change  of  the  law,  but  the  fact  that  he  had  made 
these  changes  in  these  rules.  Why  did  you  bring  that  feet  here  and  present  it  to  this 
committee?  That  is  what  I  want  to  know;  or,  to  put  it  otherwise,  was  it  because  to 
your  mind  it  had  a  significance  that  was  injurious  to  this  official? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  think  it  was 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  did  not  think  it  did 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  did  not  think  it  was,  but  I  felt  that  it  was  part  of  the 
facts,  to  my  knowledge,  that  I  ought  tb  present  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  as  I  understand  you,  the  facts  which 
you  have  seen  fit  to  present  to  the  committee  range  themselves  into 
two  classes — those  that  related  to  the  official  action  of  Secretary  Bal- 
linger and  other  officials  and  those  that  related  to  the  action  of  Mr. 
Ballinger  as  an  individual  during  the  interval  while  he  was  a  private 
citizen,  between  the  time  when  he  ceased  to  be  commissioner  and  when 
he  became  Secretary  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  to  refer  again  to  the  particular 
thing  which  Secretary  Ballinger  did  while  he  was  a  private  citizen — 
that  is,  between  the  4th  of  March,  1908,  and  the  4th  of  March,  1909 — 
that  you  have  seen  fit  to  present  to  the  committee,  and  from  which 
you  wish  an  unfavorable  inference  drawn. 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  first  act,  I  think,  was  when  Mr.  Ballinger  returned 
from  Washington,  D.  C,  and  I  conferred  with  him  about  April  1,  at 
which  time  I  told  him  about  the  evidence  I  was  securing  and  how 
I  was  getting  along. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  year  now? 

Mr.  Glavis.  April  1,  1908.  It  is  between  that  period — between 
March  4,  1908,  and  March,  1909,  that  you  want  me  to  refer  to? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  right;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  having,  as  commissioner,  been  connected — hav- 
ing information  concerning  the  investigation  of  these  particular 
coal  cases,  and  then  deliberately  represent  coal  claimants  themselves, 
which  was  contrary  to  an  act  of  Congress,  although  there  had  been  a 
decision  favorable  and  unfavorable  upon  that  point,  I  felt  that  the 
act  of  Congress  itself  was  entirely  clear,  and  felt  that  it  prevented 
him  from  doing  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  speak  from  representing  the  Cunningham 
people  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  the  other  claimants  that  he  represented  during 
that  year  that  he  was  out  of  office 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Who  else? 
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Mr,  Glavis.  He  represented  the  Green  group — «onie  of  tr 
ants  in  that, 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Well,  who  else  t 

Mr.  Glavis,  I  do  not  recall  now.  There  were  gome  otl] 
the  record  shows  that  ho  had  worked  for,  but  I  do  not  n 
names, 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Now,  these  statements  that  you  are  mal 
they  predicated  on  your  own  knowledge  or  what  you  say  thi 
show! 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  the  Green  group  and  Cunningham  gra 
my  own  knowledge ,  and  also  it  was  a  general  statement  i 
Mr,  Bal linger  to  me  that  he  was  doing  this  work.  He  did  nol 
except  the  particular  instance  was  the  Cunningham  group* 

Mr,  Vertrees.  What  were  the  things  that  he  did  with  n 
the  Cunningham  group  of  claimants— and  I  speak  now  as  e 
citizen. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  he  prepared  an  affidavit  for  Mr,  Cunr 
which  he  took  to  Mr,  Garfield  in  the  EastP  with  a  view  to 
their  patents,     He  also 

The  Chairman.  With  a  view  to  securing  what? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Their  patents.     He  also  saw  me  in  the  fall 
cussed  the  case  with  me  as  to  how  they  could  secure  their  pi 

Mr,  Vertrees,  The  impropriety  then  was  not  in  what  in 
what  he  did,  as  I  understand  you,  but  in  the  fact  that  ha  vim; 
the  office  after  he  retired  he  assumed  to  represent  persons  v 
claimants.     Is  that  it? 

Mr,  Glavis.  No,  sir.     Now,  that  kind  of  a  question,  Mr.  V< 
I  do  not  want  to  explain  all  the  time — but  that  requires  an 
tion,  I  think. 

Mr.  Vertrees,  If  you  think  so,  you  may  make  one."    1 
can  be  answered,  but  if  you  think  it  needs  an  explanation ,  u 
and  then  explain  afterwards. 

Mr.  Glavis,  No,  sir;  it  is  also  in  reference  to  his  conduct, 
in  drawing  up  that  affidavit,  because  Mr.  Bollinger  told  me 
thought  I  was  right,  and  realised  that  it  was  going  to  he  a  pre 
tiling  for  the  Cunningham  claimants  to  get  their  title.  So,  i 
realizing  that,  ami  then  trying  to  get  the  title,  he  was  doing  se 
in  furtherance  of  securing  title  for  fraudulent  claims. 

Mr,  Vertrees,  In  other  words,  your  idea  is  that  altlio 
Ballinger,  representing  these  people,  drew  up  an  affidavit  f 
and  wTas  making  the  best  showing  he  could  on  his  facts,  he  e: 
opinion  to  you  that  there  was  very  great  doubt  about  bih 
Is  that  it?  ' 

Mr,  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  said  he  did  not  know  how  they  c 
that  title. 

Mr.  Vkktkees,  lie  did  not  know  how  they  could,  and  t 
you  think  that  that  was  wrong  for  him  to  have  represented 
respect  to  presenting  their  ease  or  drawing  papers  ior  theml 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir;  knowing  that  they  were  Fraudulent. 

Mr.  VbktREES,  Knowing  that  they  were  fraudulent.  I 
you  menu  to  say  that  in  that  he  stated  nny  matter  or  thiiij 
way  of  which  he  had  gotten  information  while  he  was  comn 
in  that  affidavit  ? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Whether  fie  said  it   in  the  affidavit,  wi 
turn  I 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  anything  of  which  he  had  knowledge — was 
any  fact  of  which  he  had  knowledge  that  was  stated  there  on  file  in 
the  department  with  the  Cunningham  papers — which  knowledge 
could  not  have  been  gotten  any  other  way  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  like  to  see  that  affidavit.  I  have  not  read  it 
for  a  long  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  not  know  as  a  fact  that  the  Cunningham 

{'ournal,  on  which  you  all  laid  so  much  stress,  was  not  found  and  filed 
>y  you  or  by  the  department  until  he  had  ceased  to  be  commissioner  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  no  report  stating  any  facts  whatsoever 
against  the  Cunningham  claims — detailing  any  facts — had  been  made 
by  you  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  true,  is  it — I  mean  at  the  time  he  left 
office? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  only  affidavits  that  had  been  made  up  to  that 
time  were  those  that  Mr.  Cunningham  and  other  members  of  the 
group  themselves  had  made,  taken  by  special  agents  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  the  Green  group 

The  Chairman.  Just  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Vertrees,  are  you  not  leading  the  witness  to 
make  a  statement  that  you  do  not  want  him  to  make  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  I  am  trying  to  get  him  to  make  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  You  said  he  had  made  no  report  whatever  with 
reference  to  the  Cunningham  group  before  he  went  out. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  do  not  think  I  said  that.  I  said  no  report  stat- 
ing the  facts.  He  had  made  a  report  in  which  he  had  suggested  Mr. 
Love's  political  aspirations,  which  alone  perhaps  could  not  be  relied 
on,  but  he  had  stated  no  facts. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Had  he  not  made  another  suggestion,  namely,  that 
contained  in  the  letter  of  February  27,  that  Iproduced  at  the  last 
hearing? 

Mr.  vertrees.  I  do  not  recall  the  letter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  is  a  letter  of  February  27. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  should  like  to  make  a  statement  to  the  committee, 
if  you  do  hot  mind,  and  that  is  that  since  what  the  chairman  has 
stated,  I  have  tried  to  confine  myself  to  Mr.  Vertrees's  questions  by 
yes  and  no  answers,  but  the  way  he  puts  it  it  is  absolutely  impossible 
to  do  it  without  being  misunderstood  entirely.  I  do  not  see  that  I 
can  do  that. 

Mr.  James.  It  has  not  been  required  of  you  to  do  it.  The  chair- 
man gave  his  opinion.  He  ruled  that  you  might  proceed  to  make 
your  explanations  where  you  thought  they  were  necessary. 

Mr.  Gtlavis.  I  do  not  want  to  delay  the  inquiry  or  anything  of  that 
kind,  but  I  do  not  see  how  I  can  do  it. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on  and  make  your  answer,  such  as  it  is. 

The  last  question  was  read  by  the  reporter,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  only  affidavits  that  had  been  made  up  to  that  time  were  those 
that  Mr.  Cunningham  and  other  members  of  the  group  themselves  had  made,  taken 
by  special  agents  of  the  Government.    Is  that  not  true? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  secured  some  affidavits  about  March 
March  2  which  Mr.  Ballinger  did  not  know  about  then.  H< 
know,  however,  about  them  after  resigning  as  commissioner, 
when  he  arrived  in  Seattle  I  told  him  about  tnem  then. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  You  told  him,  but  at  the  time  he  was  commiss 
he  knew  nothing  about  them  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  Now,  is  this  not  true,  that  at  the  time  he  n 
the  only  official  reports  touching  the  Cunningham  group  were 
which  had  been  made  by  Love  and  Jones  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  my  report  of  January- 22,  and  tl 
report — a  letter  that  I  sent  Mr.  Schwartz  in  February  som< 
that  was  read  in  the  record,  I  think. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  that  not  a' personal  letter  to  Mr.  Schwar 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recall  whether  it  was  personal  or  not,  t 
was  for  his  information  of  all  that  I  was  doing.     I  do  not  recal 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  there  not  another  one  found  on  page  644  c 
record ;  look  at  the  letter  and  I  will  ask  you  if  it  was  not  address 
him  personally  and  not  officially  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that  is  personal. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  thing  that  you  related,  even  to 
personally,  is  with  respect  to  the  work  done  up  in  Alaska,  is  it 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  relative  to  what  a  field  examin 
might  show  as  to  the  Cunningham  and  other  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  that  letter  not  dated  February  27,  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  could  that  letter  possibly  have  gotten  fc 
office  before  Mr.  Ballinger  ceased  to  be  an  officer — written 
Portland,  Oreg.,  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  at  Washington,  D.  C.  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  just  about  arrive  there.  The  chance 
that  he  would  not  have  seen  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  chances  are  he  would  not  have  seen  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  I  stated  right  above  there  about  this  letter, 
not  know  the  date,  and  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Ballinger  would  have 
this  letter  of  February  27. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Because  there  would  not  have  been  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  be  just  about  time;  it  would  not  be  h 
probable  that  Mr.  Schwartz,  as  soon  as  he  got  it,  would  take  it  d 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Moreover,  is  it  not  a  personal  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  it  is  personal  in  a  way,  which  we  were  ii 
habit  of  writing. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  you  only  addressed  him  officially  you  i 
addressed  him  that  way,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  is  not  a  single  official  document  in  aJ 
record  addressed  "Dear  Schwartz/'  is  there — of  vours,  I  meant 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  But  this  is  what  I  would  consider  a  per 
letter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  am  wanting  to  know. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  it  was  also  to  give  him  official  information  oi 
I  was  getting  along. 

Mr.  vertrees.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  whether  or  not  ther< 
anything  to  give  Mr.  Ballinger  notice  of  these  things  that  you 
mentioned;  and  if  there  was,  I  want  to  know  what  it  was — any 
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thatjhe  could  have  gotten  while  commissioner  to  have  used  to  the 
hurt  of  the  Government  as  an  attorney  subsequently  representing 
those  people. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir:  I  will  give  you  those.  I  will  have  to  take 
the  reports  of  Special  Agent  Jones  and  the  reports  of  Special  Agent 
Love  and  the  affidavit  of  Special  Agent  Jones;  there  are  two  affida- 
vits of  Jones — that  Jones  took,  I  mean. 

The  Chairman.  On  what  page  is  that,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mason's  and  Campbell's.  He  speaks  of  those  affida- 
vits. Do  you  not  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the  office  interpreted 
those  as  favorable  statements  to  the  claimants — those  two  affidavits  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  can  only  conclude  that  they  did  from  the  action  they 
took. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  you  did  conclude  that  they  did,  did  you  not  ? 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  can  not  see  how  it  is  competent  for  him  to 
testify  as  what  the  office  concluded  about  anything.  How  does  he 
know?  What  right  has  he  to  infer  it  any  more  than  anyone  else? 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  wide  range  of  examination  that  is 
utterly  incompetent. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  true,  Mr.  Chairman;  and  if  we  had  definite 
issue  in  a  court  I  would  recognize  the  absolute  correctness  of  thissug- 

f;estion,  but  the  allegation  is  broad.  The  witness  refused  to  formu- 
ate  any  charges.  He  is  stating  facts  in  reference  and  inferences  to 
be  drawn,  and  he  has  given  his  inferences  throughout  many  times 
as  to  what  he  believed  and  thought,  and  I  am  trying  now  to  get  at  the 
facts,  and  in  the  light  of  his  inferences,  so  that  the  committee  can  see 
his  viewpoint— whether  or  not  he  correctly  interpreted  those  facts; 
whether  they  justify  the  inference  that  he  drew;  whether  there  has 
been  official  misconduct. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  see  myself  how  Mr.  Ballinger  could 
have  taken  the  record  that  was  before  him  and  ordered  this  clear  list- 
ing in  January. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  what  do  you  wish  to  be  understood  by 
that  answer?    You  say  you  do  not  see  how. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  I  did  not  see  how  he  could  do  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  inference  would  you  wish  drawn  from  that, 
that  it  was  so  clear  to  you  that  the  action  was  improper,  deliberate, 
and  absolutely  improper,  is  that  what  you  want  the  committee  to 
understand? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  want  the  committee  to  understand  that  I 
thought  Mr.  Ballinger  would  not  have  taken  the  action  that  he  did 
upon  the  evidence  that  he  had  before  him  if  the  property  was  his  own. 
I  do  not  think  that  such  action  showed  loyalty  to  his  trust  or  faithful- 
ness to  the  people. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  He  was  not  in  office  at  this  time,  was  he? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  we  are  speaking  now  of  his  action  in  January 
clear  listing  the  Cunningham  claims  on  the  reports  that  he  had. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  on  the  information  that  he  had  at 
that  time,  you  wish  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  in  your  opinion — 
on  the  information  that  was  before  him  at  that  time — his  action  was 
not  such  that  a  man  would  have  taken  with  reference  to  his  own 
affairs? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  do  not  think  that  it  was. 
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Mr,  Vertrees.  You  think  that  ho  was  trying  to  aid  som< 
expense  of  the  Government.     Is  that  what  you  mean? 

Air.  fiLAVis.  Yea,  sir;  giving  these  lauds  away  would  aid 
who  were  getting  them* 

Mr.  Vertrees,  You  say  giving  them  awa^.  Had  the1 
the  152.800  fur  them,  .^  exactly  what  the  Government  asked 

Mr,  Glaviw.   Ye*,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  paid  OTttrythlBg  that  was  to  be  pai< 
that  wva  concerned  i 

Mr.  Glavls.  Yaft  sir, 

Mr.  Vertrees,  And  did  not  Mr.  Schwartz  approve  of  i 
Mr.  Schwartz  do  the  act  of  clear  listing? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir;  but,  as  I  stated  the  other  day,  I 
he  did  that  upon  instructions  from  Mr,  Ballinger  direct, 
have  known  Schwartz  a  long  time,  and  I  do  not  think  he 
upon  the  evidence  before  him  that  was  before  Mr.  Ballit 
office — in  so  acting,  that  he  would  have  acted  favorably. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  it  not  have  to  come  from  Mr.  Sc 
Mr,  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  would  have  to, 

Mr*  Vertrees,  The  evidence  \ 

x\lr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Was  it  not  he  who  had  to  present  it  ar 
to  his  attention? 

Mr,  Glavis.  I  will  answer  no,  because  Mr.  SchwTartz  n 
presented  to  him  or  Mr.  Ballinger  mfeht  have  called  for  i 

Mr*  Vertrees.  And  it  might  have  oeen  done. 

Mr.  Glavis,  It  might  have  been  either  way, 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  the  matter  was  transacted  you  do 
do  you  fi 

Mr*  Glavis.  Not  definitely, 

Mr.  Vertrees-  Do  you  know  indefinitely? 

Mr.  Glavis,  I  know  from  what  the  records  I  have  seei 

Mi.  Yf.ktkeeb,  I  am  not  now  on  the  question  of  infere; 
records.  I  ant  on  the  question  of  wThat  you  know  you: 
whether  the  clear  listing  was  done  upon  the  judgment  of 
as  well  as  Mr.  Ballinger,  or  not. 

Mr,  Graham,  Will  you  please  read  that  last  question? 

The  reporter  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Vertrees,  How  the  matter  wa»  tratiKaeted  you  do  not  know,  do  j 

Glavtb.  Not  definitely, 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  know  indefinitely? 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  know  from  what  the  records  I  have  seen  show. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  think  that  question  certainly  covers  t 
that  was  being  <iiven  it.  He  made  the  answer  perfectly  i 
but  if  Mr.  Vertrees  washes  to  withdraw  it  and  ask  anothei 
of  course  he  has  the  right  to  do  it,  and  if  it  is  withdrawn 
ought  to  be  answered. 

The  Chairman,  Proceed, 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Well,  I  will  put  it  again,  in  a  little  djffe 
Do  you  know  how?  that  clear  hating  was  done;  that  ia, 
and  whose  judgment  concurred  in  it  I 

Mr.  Glavis,  Not  sir. 
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Mr.  Vebtbees.  The  official  act  was  done  by  Mr.  Schwartz,  was 
it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  It  comes  to  this,  then,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  either  Mr. 
Schwartz  did  it  because  he  thought  it  was  right,  or  he  did  it  at  the 
dictation  of  Mr.  Ballinger  regardless  of  whether  it  was  right  or  wrong  t 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  But  whether  it  was  the  one  way  or  the  other,  you 
do  not  know — I  believe  you  said  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  not  definitely. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Do  vou  know  whether  Mr.  Ballinger  himself 
directed  and  ordered  that  over  any  protest  of  Mr.  Schwartz  or  any 
objection  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Schwartz  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No^sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  Was  any  man  in  the  office — Mr.  Schwartz,  Mr. 
Dennett,  Mr.  Ballinger  himself,  or  anyone  else — there  at  that  time 
who  stated  upon  the  record  that  they  had  approved  of  it  or  thought 
that  it  was  improper  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  definitely  about  that. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.'  Do  you  not  know  that  when  Mr.  Schwartz  did 
order  the  clear  listing  he  specially  directed  you  to  be  notified  that  it 
had  been  done  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  And  is  it  not  also  true  that  when  you  thought  upon 
the  letter  which  you  received  that  you  immediately  notified  him  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  done  and  that  he  immediately  recalled  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  immediately  noti- 
fied him  when  I  opened  that  letter  or  not,  but  it  was  within  that 
period  that  I  notified  him. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  It  was  on  the  22d  that  you  did  it,  and  your  tele- 
gram was  received  on  the  23d,  and  on  that  very  same  day  he  recalled 
it.  To  your  knowledge  has  there  ever  been  any  effort  made  by 
Secretary  Ballinger  or  Mr.  Dennett,  or  any  other  official,  to  induce 
Mr.  Schwartz  to  change  that  order  of  recall  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

Mr.  Vebtbees.  I  will  go  now  to  the  Green  group  that  you  speak 
of,  Mr.  Glavis.  \vhat  was  the  thing  with  reference  to  the  Green 
group  that  Mr.  Ballinger  did  while  he  was  a  private  citizen  which 
you  object  to  and  think  was  improper  ? 

The  Chairman.  Be  kind  enough  to  repeat  that  question. 

The  stenographer  read  the  question,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  go  now  to  the  Green  group  that  you  speak  of,  Mr.  Glavis. 
What  was  the  thing  with  reference  to  the  Green  group  that  Mr.  Ballinger  did  while 
he  was  a  private  citizen  which  you  object  to  and  think  was  improper? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Allowing  himself  to  be  retained  as  attorney  for  some 
of  the  claimants  in  the  Green  group  after,  as  commissioner,  having 
had  knowledge  of  the  Government's  side  of  the  case  as  it  had  pro- 
gressed at  that  time,  which  I  believe  to  be  a  violation  of  that  statute. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Does  his  action  with  respect  to  the  Green  group 
have  anything  to  do  touching  the  matter  of  prosecuting  a  claim 
before  the  Government  ?  Or,  if  you  do  not  understand  my  question, 
what  I  am  getting  at,  Mr.  Glavis,  is  this:  Is  not  that  which  he  did 
for  certain  members  of  the  Green  group,  with  respect  to  articles  of 
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incorporation,  01  rather  the  creation  of  particles  of  in 
after  they  hm  nht'udy  incorporated  the  company — thai  I 
else  'i 

Mr.  Glavis,   Yes,  sir.     He  told  me  that  he  was  prep 
articles    o{    incorporation,    and    that    action    reqtlin 
before  the  Land  Of  lice,  rind  it  had  to  do  with  the 
from  the  Government  for  those  lands, 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Of  course,  the  company  had  to  get  its 
it  could  work  it:  but  isn't  this  true,  Mr,  Glavis,  ami  did  0 
linger  tell  you ,  that  the  thing  which  he  did  was  this,  tin 
of  the  Green  group  had  already  taken  out,  somewhere,  i 
incorporation  and  some  question  had  come  up  with  resp 
charter,  and  they  consulted  him  as  to  its  validity,  and  tl 
advised  thru  a  new  charter  was  necessary,  and  did  aid  the 
out  a  second  charter,  and  that  thev  would  give  him  some  < 
of  that  company  as  compensation  for  his  work  in  that  rosp< 
is  that  not  the  truth  of  the  matter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  is  not.  The  first  informatior 
Mr,  Ballmger  had  stock  in  the  Green  group  of  claims,  ant 
it  was  the  first  articles  of  incorporation  that  he  was  prop 
they  had  only  a  month  or  two  months  after  he  had  resigned 
that  he  began  preparing  them 

Mr-  Vertrees.  What  I  wish  your  mind  directed  to  is 
ence  between  doing  some  tiling  to  prosecute  claims  here 
Government  to  get  the  title  nnd  doing  something  for  t 
with  respect  to  their  organization  as  a  company  ( 

Senator  Fletcher.  Lot  me  ask  a  question  right  there 
state  that  Mr,  Ballinger  owned  stock  m  the  company  ? 

Mr,  Glavis.  That  is  what  I  understand  Mr.  Vertrees 
I  say  that  is  the  first  information  I  had. 

Mr.  James.  Mr.  Vertrees  asked  him  if  he  didn't 
payment  of  his  fees. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  informed  I  am  in  error  about  t 
not  mean  as  to  taking  stock  in  the  company  for  prep 
articles  of  incorporation  or  something  of  that  sort,  f  just 
the  wrong  company  in  the  multitude  of  names,  I  ai 
that  was  a  railroad  company,  and  I  had  it  mixed  up  wi 
company. 

The  point  I  want  your  mind  on  is  this :  Whether  or  not 
you  say  he  was  preforming  had  any  relation  to  the  pre 
claims  before  the  Government  at  all  or  the  department? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir;  his  action  did  have. 

Mr*  Vertrees.  Now,Vwhat  was  his  action? 

Mr.  Glavis,  His  action  was  preparing  articles  of  in 
and  preparing  the  claims  to  come  under  and  securing  tit) 
act  of  May  28,  1908,  as  I  understood. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  say  he  prepared  articles  of  in 
and  prepared  claims,     Are  these  two  distinct  things? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  the  claims  had  to  he  brought  in 
company. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Not  necessarily.  They  can  be  gol 
hand,  can  they  not,  absolutely  by  individuals,  to  the  t  \ti 
acres! 
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Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  what  I  meant;  under  the  act  of  May  28, 
1908.  They  were  supposed  to  be  bona  fide  individual  claims  taken 
out  for  the  sole  use  and  benefit  of  the  claimants  themselves,  and  in 
the  act  of  May  28  it  allowed  such  claims  to  consolidate  and  come 
under  a  company. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Sure.  But  I  am  speaking  now  of  the  profes- 
sional action  of  Secretary  Balhnger.  Was  it  not  with  respect  to  the 
organization  of  the  company  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Not  Secretary  Balhnger,  but  Mr.  Ballinger.  He 
was  then  a  private  citizen  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  not  with  respect  to  the  acquisition  of  the 
title  from  the  Government,  but  as  to  their  union  into  this  company, 
was  not  that  what  he  was  called  upon  to  do  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  act  is  the  act  they  had  in  mind;  it  was  the  act 
and  in  accordance  with  the  amendment  of  May  28. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  but  what  I  wish  to  get  at  is  that  while  that 
is  true  it  meant  that  16  individuals  or  less  who  had  gotten  their 
land  separately  could  combine  and  form  a  company,  could  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  they  can  do  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  can  do  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  the  action  be  of  that  character  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Then  he  also  attended  to  the  assignment  of 
a  claim  in  the  Green  group. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  wras  that  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  Or  purchase  of  it.  That  was  that  claim  that  he 
purchased  for  Congressman  Kinkaid  and  attended  to  the  transfer  of 
that  land. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  to  say,  there  was  a  transfer  or  an  assign- 
ment.    Assignments  were  allowable  by  law,  were  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  then  he  brought  that  claim  in  under  one 
of  the  companies. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  but  it  was  in  the  preparation  of  that  matter 
of  the  assignments  that  he  helped  Mr.  Kinkaid,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  what  else  ?  Did  you  not  say  something  about 
a  wharf  claim  in  vour  testimony  somewhere  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  in  one  of  the  letters.  That  letter  showed  that 
Mr.  Ballinger  was  handling  that.     I  do  not  recall  that  fact. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  recall  any  other  that  you  say  was  improper  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  acting  for  claimants  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Claimants  while  he  was  an  individual. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  he  acted  on  that  Hartline  group  of  claims. 

The  Chairman.  On  what? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Hartline  group  of  claims.  I  think  he  acted  in 
that  group.  There  was  an  agreement  signed,  or  an  option  of  an 
agreement,  I  think  you  would  call  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  was  not  this  true,  that  in  what 
you  call  the  Hartline  group  there  was  a  man  named  Hartline  inter- 
ested, and  he  was  to  Know  whether  or  not  certain  things  could  be 
done  under  the  act  of  1908  by  persons  having  coal  interests,  and  he 
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applied  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  as  an  attorney,  for  an  opinion  as  to  tl 
its  interpretation  and  construction,  and  that  Mr.  Ballinger  gav 
an  opinion,  in  writing,  as  to  what  the  act  meant,  as  to  whether 
that  contract  was  good  or  valid  under  that  act  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  mean  to  say  that  he  was  retained  by  Mr.  Hai 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Somebody — Hartline,  we  will  say,  to  get  an  o] 
with  respect  to  that  question.  , 

Mr.  Glavis.  My  recollection  of  the  facts  was  that  Harrima 
Hartline  could  not  agree  as  to  whether  that  agreement  was  bi 
and  would  make  it  necessary  for  Hartline  to  live  up  to  the  prov 
in  it,  and  that  they  went  to  Mr.  Ballinger  more  as  an  arbitrator 
two  difficulties  rather  than  acting  for  one  person. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Let  us  take  that  phase  of  it.  Then,  as  I  i 
stand  you,  your  recollection  of  the  transaction  is  that  two  p< 
had  a  difference  as  to  their  rights,  and  wanted  Mr.  Ballinger 
arbitrator  to  determine  their  rights  as  between  themselves,  ur 
contract  which  they  had,  and  he  was  called  on  to  interpret 
contract. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  is  the  transaction  you  refer  to  ther 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.. Vertrees.  Now,  is  there  another  professional  act  of  Mr 
linger,  while  he  was  a  private  citizen  practicing  law,  that  you  < 
tof 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recollect  any  right  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  your  objection  to  that  was  the  improi 
of  his  action  because  you  have  stated  there  was  a  law  forbidc 
public  officer  to  represent  claimants  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  \\  hat  information  was  there  on  file  at  the  ti: 
ceased  to  be  commissioner  with  respect  to  the  Green  group,  whic 
have  spoken  of,  and  the  Hartline  group,  on  file  at  that  time,  Ma 
1908,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  Green  group  there  were 

Mr.  Vertrees.  V  hat  page  are  you  referring  to  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  will  have  to  find  it  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  the  Jones  report,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  there  is  a  report  of  Jones  dated  Augui 
I  mean  August  10,  1907,  and  August  13;  and  in  the  Augi 
report  Jones  had  secured  seven  affidavits.  Now,  could  you  refer 
those  affidavits  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  are  printed  o: 
Mr.  Glavis.     I  can  get  them  if  they  are  not. 

Do  you  know  whether  or  not  any  report  in  those  cases  had  eve] 
brought  to  Mr.  Ballinger's  attention,  Mr.  Glavis,  while  he  was 
missioner — do  you  "know  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  recall  Jones  handed  those  report 
sonally  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  or  had  handed  the  August  10,  1907,  r< 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean  you  were  present  in  person  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  your  information  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  Jones  told  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Jones  told  you  that? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  recall  it.  I  think  he  stated  that  to  me, 
in  that  report  to  me  of  December  2. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  not  that  report  dated  Seattle,  August  10,  1907. 
and  addressed  to  the  commissioner  at  Washington,  District  or 
Columbia  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.    Mr.  Ballanger  was  in  Seattle  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  you  there  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  August  10th? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  you  mean  that  some  one  had  told  you  that 
Mr.  Ballinger  was  up  there  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Jones  reported  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Why  would  he  address  it  to  him  at  Washington  if 
that  was  so  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  would  be  the  proper  heading  to  give  an  official 
communication. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Just  because  it  should  be  addressed  to  him  at 
Washington,  even  though  it  was  delivered  to  him  at  Seattle  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  copy  was;  I  do  not  know  whether  the  original 
was. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Would  it  not  be  proper  to  address  it  to  him  officially 
at  the  place  where  he  was,  wherever  it  might  be  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  If  I  was  addressing  a  communication  like 
that,  and  Mr.  Ballinger  wanted  a  copy  of  it,  as  I  recall  that  is  what 
Mr.  Jones  gave  him,  I  would  address  it  officially  and  then  give  Mr. 
Ballinger  personally  a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  5fow,  we  understand  it  was  a  copy,  and  not  the 
original  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Either  a  copy  or  the  original  would  be  the  same. 
WTiat  I  mean  by  a  copy,  would  be  a  signed  carbon  copy. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  coming  back,  then,  to  the  rule  that  you  say 
this  was  improper  because  there  was  a  law  against  it,  is  it  not  a  fact 
that  while  one  Attorney-General  has  said  the  statute  did  relate  to 
claims  in  the  Land  Office 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  one  Secretary  of  the  Interior? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  One  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  That  the  opinion 
of  the  Attorney-General  and  several  other  officers  have  been  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  not;  that  the  statute  had  no  relation  to  that  sort  of 
claims  ?  And  to  bring  it  especially  to  your  attention,  are  those  cases 
not  set  out,  some  of  them  at  page  802  of  Senate  document,  in  the 
opinion  of  Attorney-General  W  ickersham  ? 

Mr.  James.  Mr.  Chairman,  those  things  are  all  in  the  record,  and 
I  would  suggest  that  the  witness,  not  being  a  lawyer,  perhaps  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  that  to  the  committee  as  to  what  those 
decisions  really  show. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  witness  assumed  on  his  original 
examination  to  set  forth  the  statute  which  he  said  forbade  it;  then 
I  have  another  letter  from  Mr.  Glavis  to  the  Commissioner,  dated 
June  28,  1908,  which  speaks  about  better  results  would  be  had  if  all 
investigations  •  were  made  by  special  agents  of  the  General  Land 
Office,  because  Forest  Service  officers  have  no  idea  of  the  value  of 
evidence  and  lack  diplomacy  in  securing  same.     I  thought  under 
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those  two  statements  that  I  had  the  right  to  assume  that  as  he  had 
criticised  that  statute,  that  it  was  my  right  to  inquire  his  impression 
of  the  interpretation  which  the  statute  received  by  the  highest  law 
officer  of  the  Government. 

^  Mr.  James.  But  those  decisions  are  in  the  record,  and  any  conclu- 
sion he  might  draw  from  them  would  not  be  binding,  because  he  is 
not  a  lawyer,  and  it  would  not  be  binding  in  a  great  many  instances 
if  he  was  a  lawyer. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  the  charge  has  been  predicated  largely  upon 
that  statute. 

Mr.  James.  I  have  no  objection 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No,  it  is  not,  Mr.  Vertrees;  it  is  predicated  on  the 
general  professional  conduct. 

Mr.  James.  I  say  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  We  have  the  views  of  the  Attorney-General  and 
we  have  the  views  of  the  witness;  there  is  no  use  of  examining  him 
anv  further  on  that. 

Mr.  Denbt.  All  that  is  a  matter  that  the  committee  can  take  judi- 
cial notice  of. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But,  at  any  rate,  those  acts  referred  to  were  acts 
of  Mr.  Ballinger  while  he  was  a  private  citizen  and  not  while  he  was 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  nor  while  he  was  commissioner  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  correct,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  you  also  referred  to  a  matter  that  was 
brought  out  in  Watson  Allen's  statement  in  that  litigation,  did  you 
not,  between  the  Aliens  and  Wilsons — between  the  Wilsons  and 
Aliens — or  rather  a  transaction  between  the  Wilsons  and  Aliens,  Mr. 
Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  were  asked  whether  or  not  you  had  seen 
the  deposition  of  old  man  Watson  Allen  or  either  of  the  Wilson  ladies 
with  reference  to  that  matter,  and  I  understood  vou  to  say  that  you 
had  not,  but  the  statement  which  you  had  made  to  the  committee 
was  predicated  upon  a  statement  that  you  heard  him  make,  which 
was  dictated  and  written  out — didn't  you  state  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  don't  know  that  I  said  solely  that, 
because  I  had  the  other  facts  in  connection  with  the  Wilson  coal 
cases  in  mind  all  the  time;  but  it  was  largely  upon  that  statement 
that  Mr.  Watson  Allen  wrote  out. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  became  of  that  statement,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Why,  the  United  States  attorney  had  one  copy  of  it, 
and  the  other  copy  I  had. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  here  hand  you  a  statement,  dated  March  30, 
1907,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  the  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  looks  like  one  of  the  copies. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  that  is  the  statement  on  which  you  predi- 
cated your  evidence,  that  there  was  an  escrow  agreement  drawn  by 
Mr.  Ballinger  at  the  time,  covering  four  locations  that  were  held 
under  an  agreement. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  a  copy  or  the  original?  You  had  better 
identify  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  a  cop}7,  I  think. 
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The  Chairman.  You  had  better  identify  it,  if  you  will  refer  to  it 
afterwards. 

Mr.  Graham.  Would  you  like  to  have  it  marked  by  the  stenog- 
rapher ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  We  wish  to  offer  it  in  evidence. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  have  Exhibit  "A,"  and  you  may  call 
that  Exhibit  "B." 

(Paper  referred  to  is  marked  "  Exhibit  B.") 

Mr.  Graham.  When  you  say  it  is  a  copy,  do  you  mean  it  is  one  of 
a  number  of  carbons  made  at  the  same  time,  or  is  it  a  copy  from  one 
of  those. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  does  it  not  look  like  an  original  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  can  not  answer  both  questions.  Which  shall  I  an- 
swer? 

Mr.  Graham.  My  question  was  the  first  in  order  of  time;  answer 
it,  and  then  we  will  call  your  attention  to  the  other  question. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  is  a  carbon  copy  of  the  original.  Yes ;  I  think 
it  is  an  original  carbon  copy  made  at  the  time  the  original  was  made. 

Mr.  Graham.  That  answers  both  questions. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  the  paper  on  which  you  predicated  your 
statement,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  part;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  there  anything  else  that  your  statement  was 
predicated  upon  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  upon  the  information  that  the  investigation  dis- 
closed about  that  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  do  you  mean  by  that,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  Watson  Allen  made  this  statement,  that  same 
afternoon,  I  think  it  was.  Mr.  Hoyt  and  I  went  over  to  Mr.  Ballinger's 
law  office  and  we  saw  one  of  his  partners,  one  of  Mr.  Ballinger's  part- 
ners, and  the  man  we  saw  was  the  man  Mr.  Watson  Allen  telephoned 
to;  I  think  that  was  Mr.  Ronald  or  Mr.  Battle — now,  I  am  not  sure 
which  one  it  was — and  we  had  a  conversation  with  him  about  it, 
because  we  wanted  to  get  the  escrow  agreement.  And  then  after- 
wards, or  prior  to  that  time,  I  had  seen  some  deeds  prepared  by — 
the  deeds  that  Mr.  Watson  Allen  referred  to  were  witnessed  by  Mr. 
Ballinger — and  then  the  information  I  also  had  was  the  statement  of 
the  case  of  Mr.  P.  C  Richardson  telling  about  the  connection  that  the 
Ballinger  law  firm  had  with  the  entire  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  you  mean  that  Mr.  Richardson 
made  some  statement  to  you  which  you  have  not  given  us,  and  on 
that  you  base  vour  opinion  ?  You  have  given  your  statement  of  a 
fact  made  by  those  lawyers  when  you  were  not  there  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Graham.  >Vhat  about  the  first  question,  now  ?  I  think  he  has 
told  us  about  Richardson's  statements.  Please  read  the  first  question 
of  those  two. 

(The  stenographer  reads  the  first  question,  as  follows:) 

In  other  words,  you  mean  that  Mr.  Richardson  made  some  statement  to  you  which 
you  have  not  given  us,  and  on  that  you  base  your  opinion? 


The  Chairman.  Did  you  answer  that  question  ? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Read  the  question. 
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(The  stenographer  again  read  the  question,  as  follow 

lu  other  wordff,  you  mean  that  Mr  Richardson  mail*  ^nme  tHalero 
vou  have  not  given  iwt  and  on  that  you  base  your  opinion? 

Mr.  Graham.  It  may  have  been  abandoned:  it  wa 
afterwards  followed  by  another  without  interruption, 

rIhe  Chairman.  Have  you  any  answer  to  make  to  it 

Mr.  G  la  vis.  Read  it  again.  ~  J  was  thinking  abot 
above  there;  that  it  might  have  covered  it. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question,  as  follows:) 

In  other  word*,  you  mean  that  Mr.  Richardson  made  AomeetateiE 
you  have  not  given  us,  and  on  that  you  baee  your  opinion? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  base  my  opinion  ei 
statement  that  Mr.  Richardson  gave  me,  but  upon  all 
I  had  of  the  rase. 

Mr.  Vektbees.  What  1  am  endeavoring  to  got  at  is  fi 
of  the  case.  Is  it  not  true,  Mr.  Glavis,  what  you  have  s 
ence  to  Mr.  Richardson  was  what  Richardson  told  you 
of  the  names  of  attorney*  from  the  record  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  told'me  that,  yes;  but  he  also  told 
Wilson  coal  cases — his  connection  with  them;  he  has  t 
Dumber  ol  times. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  what  you  know  about  it  is  the 
you?     You,  yourself,  had  no  knowledge  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Gi.avis.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  knowledge  in  this  way 
secured  some  other  affidavits  in  the  case  from  other  ] 
I  recall  this.  Also  I  h ad  seen  all  the  record  evidence 
son  had.  He  hud  the  minutes  of  the  Sterling  Com!  0 
whole  lot  of  documentary  evidence  that  gave  me  knu 
case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  intjuirinir  about  that.  1  w 
direct  vi mr  inuid  to  tnis  action  of  Mr.  Ballinger  as  attc 
drew  up  the  agreement  between  Mr.  Allen  and  the  Wil 
two  deeds  were  held  in  escrow,  and  a  note;  you  have  sal 
agreement  drawn  up  at  that  time — 1  understood  you  to 
tofore — with  reference  to  four  other  claims  that  lutd  l.i 
You  have  admitted  that  the  deeds— that  the  land  towbj 
related  had  been  entered  Mmi  were  properly  3>le. 

Mr.  GlAVIB.    Yes.  sir, 

Mi    \  Kin "uee.s.  But  as  I  understood  you  originally,  y 
w»s  that  there  was  then  drawn  up  an  agreement  as 
that  were  not,  to  combine  them  m  violation  of  law, 
Ballinger  had  drawn  up  such  an  agreement,  which  a 
held  in  escrow. 

Mi\  Gi-.wis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  understood  you  to  say 

Mr.  GlaVES.   Yet,  sir. 

Mr,  Vertrek>     \->w  .  what  I  want  to  uret  at  \b  whethe 

Bwledge  of  that,  or  was  that  what  somebody  had  told 

Mi.  Glavis.  Oh,  my  knowledge  of  that  case  was  gf 
somebody  hud  told  me;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  state  further  to  this  coi 
than  once,  in  your  direct  examination,  that  your  knoi 
was  based  ori  this  statement  that  was  taken  of  old  mi 
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had  been  dictated  and  could  not  be  found— did  you  not  tell  them 
that  more  than  once  heretofore  ?  * 

Mr.  Glayis.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  did  not  intend  to  have  it 
solely  rest  upon  what  was  contained  in  this  dictation.  It  was  my 
general  knowledge  anyway,  because  I  remember  this,  that  when  the 
stenographer  prepared  those  statements  he  did  not  get  it  to  coyer  a 
lot  of  statements,  some  of  which  would  have  been  very  material  to 
the  case — that  he  did  not  get  it  all — that  he  did  not  read  his  notes 
very  well. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  did  you  not  say  on  page  5  of  this  investi- 
gation, in  answer  to  a  question  of  the  chairman — 

According  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Watson  Allen,  Mr.  Allen  went  to  him  and  asked 
his  advice  concerning  this  matter,  and  he  drew  this  escrow  agreement  and  prepared 
the  deeds,  the  deeds  to  be  delivered  and—. 

and  then  you  were  intemiDted.  Then  you  used  the  word  "testi- 
mony" and  you  say— 

According  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Watson  Allen,  Mr.  Allen  went  to  him  and  asked 
his  advice. 

What  did  you  mean  by  " testimony"  there  1 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  statement  he  made  to  Mr.  Hoyt,  and  what  I 
thought  he  afterwards  made  when  he  gave  his  testimony  in  the  trial 
of  the  Wilson  coal  cases. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  speak,  in  the  answer  just  above  that,  as 
to  the  testimony  of  Watson  Allen,  thip* 

The  Chairman.  Those  are  suits  brought  to  set  aside  the  patents,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  see  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  At  the  top  of  the  page  [reading]: 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  In  the  testimony  of  Watson  Allen  you  will  find  the  name  of 
his  attorney  left  out.  That  was  by  stipulation.  Mr.  Ballinger's  name  does  not 
appear;  it  is  only  by  his  attorney.  I  merely  give  that  explanation,  in  order  that  in 
examining  that  testimony — - 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  appear  in  court  in  those  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  dia  not  appear  in  court  at  all.    He  was  never  consulted. 

The  Chairman.  What  connection,  if  any,  did  he  have  with  the  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  According  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Watson  Allen,  Mr.  Allen  went  to 
him  and  asked  his  advice  concerning  this  matter. 

Now,  did  you  not  say  there,  and  did  you  not  mean  for  the  com- 
mittee to  understand,  that  in  his  testimony  in  that  case  Watson  Allen 
had  made  that  statement  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  I  thought  he  had,  and  from  the  information  I 
have  he  did;  he  made  that  statement  to  Mr.  Hoyt  and  myself,  and 
that  was  what  I  had  in  mind  because  I  did  not  hear  him  make  the 
statement  in  court,  and  neither  have  I  ever  read  his  testimony  given 
in  court.    But  he  made  that  statement  to  Mr.  Hoyt  and  myself. 

The  Chairman.  Then,  Mr.  Glavis,  I  call  your  attention  to  your 
answer  on  the  top  of  page  5.     What  you  state  there  is  this: 

In  the  testimony  of  Watson  Allen  you  will  find  the  name  of  his  attorney  left  out. 

That  is  not  true,  then,  if  you  do  not  know  anything  about  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  explained  the  source  of  my  information  later  on 
when  I  said  that  I  had  not  read  Watson  Allen's  testimony,  and  that 
information  was  gained  by  me  from  one  P.  C.  Richardson. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  do  not  know  whether  that  appears  in 
the  testimony  in  the  case  or  not,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.     Not  from  my  own  personal  knowledge. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  mean  by  this  answer  on  p 
Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Brandei8.  Is  there  any  other  paper  relating  to  this  transaction  in  which 
linker's  name  does  appear  as  the  counsel  through  whom  the  transaction  was  i 
and  with  whom  the  deeds  were  left  in  escrow? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  when  Mr.  Hoyt  and  I  examined  Watson  Allen  I 
over  a  stenographer  to  Mr.  Hoyt's  office  and  we  took  down  his  statement — 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that  on  ? 

Mr.  Vertree8.  Page  7,  about  a  third  of  the  way  down  [rei 

Suestions  and  answers,  and  that  was  afterwards  written  up.    That  statemc 
le  United  States  attorney's  office. 
The  Chairman.  Was  that  signed  by  Mr.  Allen? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  was  dictated.  It  was  just  taken  down.  It  was  no 
at  that  time.  In  fact,  it  was  never  signed,  but  in  his  testimony  before  the 
before  whom  this  testimony  was  taken,  Ballinger's  name  was  given,  but  it 
written  up  by  stipulation  and  consent  of  counsel. 

Now,  do  you  not  there  in  your  answer,  clearly  distinguish  fo 
the  statement  which  you  say  you  had  a  stenographer  to  mal 
the  testimony  of  Watson  Allen  that  was  given  t>eiore  the  refei 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  as  to  his  name  appearing  in  one,  an< 
his  name  not  appearing  in  the  other. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  say  it  was  left  out  of  the  othe 
posely  and  intentionally  ?  It  was  not  written  up  by  stipulatk 
consent  of  counsel  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  have  stated  the  source  of  mv  information  als 
that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Where  do  you  see  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  remember  having  made  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  state  it  until  we  came  to  your 
examination  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  I  stated  it  on  my  direct  examination. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  page  474 — isn't  that  the  first  time  you 
the  statement  that  you  do  not  know  anything  about  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Four  hundred  and  seventy-four  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  474-475. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  remember  saying  it  there,  but  I  thought  I  sa: 
my  direct  examination.     I  would  like  to  look  in  here  and  see. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Are  you  looking  now  in  your  direct  exami 
to  find  whether  you  told  then  ? 

Mr.  Graham.  Look  at  the  bottom  of  page  8  of  the  record  [rei 

Senator  Sutherland.  Was  it  a  written  stipulation? 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.     I  am  not  sure. 
Senator  Sutherland.  Did  you  hear  the  stipulation  made? 
Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  it  was  not  made  when  I  was  there. 
Senator  Sutherland.  IIow  did  you  know  that  it  was  made? 
Mr.  Glavis.  I  know  it  from  having  talked  about  it. 
Senator  Sutherland.  With  whom? 

Mr.  Glavis.  i  talked  with  P.  C.  Richardson;  he  was  one  of  our  witnesses  an< 
there  all  the  time.     He  was  the  person  who  told  me  about  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Look  at  page  474  of  your  cross-examii 
about  the  middle  of  the  page  [reading] : 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Or  that  he  knew  anything  about  it,  or  had  ever  heard  of  it 
Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  In  testifying  about  it;  I  merely  wanted,  as  I  th< 
had  been  omitted  from  the  Watson  Allen  testimony  in  the  record — his  n« 
mentioned  in  this  statement  which  Mr.  Hoyt  and  I  secured — I  wanted  to 
attention  of  the  committee  to  it  before  they  secured  the  record  and  found 
crepancy  existing.     That  was  my  object  in  calling  it  to  their  attention. 
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Now,  it  comes  to  this,  does  it  not,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  so  far  as  the 
omission  which  you  have  spoken  of,  of  Mr.  Ballanger's  name  from  the 
record  after  it  had  been  given,  and  then  its  intentidhal  omission  or 
suppression  by  stipulation — all  you  know  about  that  is  what  some 
one  told  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Have  you  not  examined  the  record  or  a  copy 
thereof  since  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  the  Alaska  Coal  Company  case? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  haven't  seen  it  since. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  We  have  called  for  that;  it  was  one  of  the  first 
papers  that  we  called  for  on  the  27th  of  January,  but  we  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  to 

The  Chairman.  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  that  that 
related  to  the  decisions  supposed  to  be  made  by  Judge  Hanford,  as 
quoted  in  the  papers.  I  wrote  to  him  for  a  copy  of  the  decision  and 
tne  deposition,  and  when  we  came  to  find  out  it  was  by  another  judge 
and  another  court,  and  he  referred  our  letter  to  that  other  court,  and 
we  have  got  the  opinion  of  the  court  and  we  have  sent  for  the  depo- 
sition. The  delay  occurred  because  we  got  the  wrong  court  and  the 
wrong  judge. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  my  request  was  not  for 
a  copy  of  the  opinion,  but  it  was  for  this  statement  which  Mr.  Ver- 
trees is  now  presenting. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  and  we  all  supposed 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Referring  to  the  disposition  of  the  Alaska  lands. 

The  Chairman.  But  we  supposed  the  case  was  a  case  before  Judge 
Hanford;  that  was  the  information  that  the  newspapers  gave  us,  and 
I  addressed  our  application  to  them;  hence  the  delay.  It  has  turned 
out  that  it  was  before  another  judge. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  But  that  was  it. 

Mr.  James.  We  got  hold  of  the  wrong  court. 

The  Chairman.  That  occasioned  the  delay. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  point  of  fact,  does  not  Mr.  Ballinger's  name 
appear  no  less  than  nine  or  ten  times  in  the  depositions  of  Mr.  Allen 
and  the  two  Wilson  women  in  that  record,  ana  in  point  of  fact  was 
so  expressed  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Have  you  a  copy  of  that  record  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  thought  it  would  have  been  produced  here  long 
ago  because  we  have  been  trying  to  get  it,  and  the  chairman  has  just 
stated  the  reason  that  it  has  not  been  produced. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  You  could  have  gotten  it  for  yourself  as  well  as 
anyone  else,  if  it  is  a  public  court  record. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Whether  I  could  or  not,  I  was  asked  to  state  what 
I  wanted,  and  I  did  state  on  the  27th  of  January,  and  the  chairman 
took  great  trouble  to  get  what  we  wanted  for  us.  He  went  himself 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior's  office  to  make  the  request  for  those 
papers.     It  appears  that  these  papers  are 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Are  those  the  records  of  the  Interior  Department, 
all  of  the  same  lot? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  don't  know  whether  they  were. 

Mr.  Olmsted.  Well,  the  depositions  in  a  court 
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Mr.  Brandeis.  Are  not  always  in  the  court,  as  you  y< 
know. 

Mr.  Olmsteix  That  is  where  I  should  look  for  them. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  will  say,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  to  satisfy 
tion,  that  we  immediately  telegraphed  out  to  try  to  get  co] 
have  not  been  able  to  get  them.    IJow,  why,  I  do  not  kno 

Mr.  Graham.  To  whom  did  you  telegraph? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  To  one  of  the  counsel  out  there  who  are  r< 
us  in  some  matters — that  is,  not  the  court — and  he  was  ui 
them.  Now,  I  do  not  know  why  and  I  make  no  sugg 
merely  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  very  docun 
Mr.  vertrees  is  examining  this  witness  about  is  the  docui 
I  have  requested  should  be  produced.  I  do  not  know  ^ 
produced  for  him  and  not  for  me. 

Senator  Flint.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  fair  statement, 
reflection  upon  this  committee. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Senator  Flint.  The  chairman  has  stated  to  you  that  ii 
upon  receiving  your  request  he  wired  out  to  the  judge  for 
but  was  unable  to  get  them;  that  he  received  a  reply  tl 
made  a  mistake,  that  he  had  addressed  the  wrong  judge,  a 
referred  to  the  proper  judge.  Now,  I  think  that  is  a  full  ar 
statement  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Absolutely. 

Senator  Flint.  We  have  done  everything  on  our  part  t 
papers  that  were  asked  for.  Now,  Mr.  Vertrees,  in  cross 
the  witness,  has  referred  to  this  document,  and  he  states  1 
the  document  in  his  possession.  It  seems  that  both  you  ai 
trees  have  asked  for  these  documents,  as  will  appear  from  y 
to  this  committee.  Now,  we  have  no  control  over  that  cou 
they  should  send  it  to  you  first  or  Mr.  Vertrees  first,  or  thi 
trees  should  turn  over  to  you  papers  in  his  possession  any 
papers  in  your  possession  should  be  turned  over  to  him. 
when  you  make  a  statement  like  the  one  you  have  just 
reflect  upon  the  committee. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  think  vou  must  not  have  heard  the  s 
made  in  the  start.  I  said  that  this  committee  had  used  eve 
get  these  papers,  and  I  referred  to  the  fact  that  the  chairmai 
the  trouble  to  go  and  attend  to  the  matter  himself  after  tl 
immediately  after  the  request  to  the  committee  had  been  im 
what  I  say  is  that  with  this  request  upon  the  record,  it  n< 
that  these  papers  are  in  the  possession  of  counsel  on  the 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brandeis,  let  us  come  to  a  practice 
You  understand,  now,  that  Mr.  Vertrees  has  this  record  h 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  now,  if  that  is  true,  would  it  n< 
the  matter  if  you  two  counsel  can  agree  upon  the  fact  that 
record,  and  if  it  is  the  record  what  is  the  necessity  for  sendi 
getting  another  copy  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  It  needs  no  agreement.  If  Mr.  Vertre 
me  that  is  the  record  I  am  perfectly  content  to  accept  his 

The  Chairman.  Why  can  not  we  accept  this,  and  nc 
another  copy?  If  we  have  one  copy  of  that  record,  what 
of  waiting  to  get  another  copy?     I  simply  suggest  that  to 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  The  intimation  that  I  have  that  original  record  and 
have  not  produced  it  I  just  here  now  want  to  contradict  and  to 
denounce  as  flatly  as  in  this  presence  I  can,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned. 
Now,  what  happened  with  reference  to  this  is  this:  It  being  stated  that 
there  were  erasures,  by  stipulation,  erasures  in  the  original  record, 
my  thought  was  that  that  original  record  ought  to  be  brought  here, 
and  I  made  application  to  the  Attorney- General  to  use  his  power  to 
see  if  we  could  get  the  original  record  sent  down  to  the  committee. 
It  has  not  come,  so  far  as  I  know;  I  was  informed  that  it  probably 
would  be,  but  that  there  was  some  question  on  account  of  not  Knowing 
whether  the  parties  were  going  to  appeal,  or  something  of  that  sort. 
I  did  not  mean  to  state — what  I  have  is  what  purports  to  be  a  copy, 
but  is  not  certified,  but  Mr.  Finney  informs  me  it  was  brought  here 
when  he  came  by  Mr.  Battle,  formerly  Mr.  Ballinger's  attorney. 
Now,  that  I  have,  or  rather  have  seen;  I  haven't  got  that.  But  it  is 
not  certified  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  called  for  the  original  record? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  have  supposed  it  would  be  here  all 
the  time,  and  would  speak  for  itself,  because,  as  you  very  well  know, 
if  it  were  true  that  there  were  interlineations  or  errors  in  the  record, 
if  a  clerk  certified  it  he  would  certify  them.  Under  the  circum- 
stances we  thought  the  original  ought  to  be  here.  That  was  based, 
I  may  say,  however — it  is  not  proper  for  me  to  say  that — I  was  going 
to  say  upon  information  I  had  from  Mr.  Hoyt,  as  the  whole  thing 
came  about.  But  perhaps  it  would  not  be  proper  for  me  to  say  what 
Mr.  Hoyt  would  say  now,  because  he  is  here  and  will  testify  for  him- 
self. But  as  to  this  record,  I  can  produce  this  uncertified  copy  which 
was  brought  to  us  in  this  way. 

Mr.  James.  I  think  the  misunderstanding  between  you  and  Mr. 
Brandeis  arose  by  his  asking  if  yon  had  the  record  there,  and  I  think 
you  misunderstood  him  and  said — if  the  question  was  read,  I  think  it 
will  disclose  that  you  said  you  had  it  here.  But  you  were  referring 
to  a  copy  and  he  was  referring  to  the  record. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  James.  That  seems  to  be  the  trouble. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Precisely. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  have  seen  it,  and  I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Battle 
offered  it  in  evidence 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  now  you  are  cross-examining  the 
witness  as  to  this  record  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  simply  laying  the  foundation  for  afterwards 
introducing  the  original  record  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.   Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  May  I  make  a  suggestion? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  I  suppose  that  it  is  competent  for  the  committee 
to  secure  the  production  of  the  original  record  by  issuing  a  subpoena 
duces  tecum  to  the  circuit  court,  and  as  there  has  been  so  much 
trouble  about  this,  I  think  we  had  better  do  that.  I  therefore  move 
that  unless  it  appears  to  the  chairman  that  that  record  will  presently 
be  produced,  a  subpoena  duces  tecum  issue  to  the  court  for  the  pro- 
duction of  the  record. 
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TheCiiAJitMvN  I  will  aay  that  we  hmve  simply  called 
fcir  a  copv  of  tlie  record  on  the  rirrk  of  the  court.  We 
redly  called  for  the  original  reconl. 

Senator  Root,  I  think  that  motion  had  better  W  made. 

The  CilAJiEM an.  You  have  heard  the  motion  J 

(The re u[ K>n  the  motion  was  agreed  I 

The  Ciiajicmas,  And  the  suhiRrna  will  be  is&u* 

Vkktk*  .,  Mr  (ih*v  were  there  when 

detice  wit**  taken,  were  you  not  ? 

Mr-  (ii.wiv  \  (»t  sir;  1  was  only  there  a  very  small  part  o 
when  t!  nee  was  takv 

Mr.  Vertkees.  Well,  you  wen1  in  and  out  when  it  \ 
tak 

Mr.  Qui  I  was  not  even  in  Seattle  when  a  good 

was  taken 

Mr  Vertrees.  I  speak  of  the  testimony  of  Mr  Watson 
tlie  two  Wilton  women. 

Mr.  '  I  do  not  think  I  was  there  at  all  whan  Wal 

testified, 

Mr,  Vertrees,    Well,  do  you  wish  to  be  understood- 

Mi.  '  I  would  like  to  finish  the  answer.     I  want  I 

moment  I  think  f  was  there  only  when  one  of  the  W 
lii'il.  as  I  remember  it. 

Mr .  Vertrees.    Vi»»  heard  ber  testify,  did  you  t 

Mr  Ola  vis.   Yes,  B 

Mr,  VxBTSKH.   And  yon  may  have  hoard  the  others  f 

Mr   <  mavis.  Oh,    no;   I   am   preti  \    sure    that   I   did   not 

otlh 

Mr.  Ykktkee*.   Whieh  one  of  the   Wilson   women  «ii<f 

tad  U 

Mr   Q]  .wis.   1  couldn't  tell  you  that, 

Mr    Vertbees.   Now,  iu  referring  to  this  matter,  di 
committee  to  understand  that  the  elimination  of  the  name  o 
linger  from  that  record  was  in  anywise  done  by  his  pr 
consent,  or  knowledge,  or  anyone  by  him  or  for  him, 

Mr.  Glavis.  N 

Mr.  Vehtrees.  I>n  you  know  ho*  it  did  COUW  to  be  t! 
was  done. 

Mr  <ii  avis.  Well,  I  have  heard,  since  Mr  Hoyt  has  be* 
you  want  ui(*  to  say 

Mr.  Yertkees.  Yes.  1  will  ask  you  as  to  what  Mr.  Hoj  I  I 
was  counsel  .  a  in-  the  <  iovennnmt,  was  he  not  * 

Mr.  (ha vis.  At  that  time:  yes. 

Mr.  Vertheks.   Well,  1  mean  at  that  time,  of  course* 

Mr.  (ii.Avrs.  Why,  he  said  that  they  had  I  can  nut  t 
ITovt  now,  but  I  can  give  you  just  about  what  it  was.  lb 
Baflinger  was  Commissioner  of  tin*  Qenerat  Land  Office  \w 

didn't  srr  any  usp  in  having  his  name  brought  in,  because 
make  any  difference  to  our  case;  which  was  absolutely  inn 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  thought  you  said  that  his  l 
left  out  by  stipulation  f 

Mr.  (It  avis.  That  was  ruy  information,  Mr.  Chairman 
testified, 
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Mr.  Bbandeis.  I  think  the  witness  has  not  answered  the  question 
fully,  Mr.  Chairman. 
The  Chairman.  Go  on. 
Mr.  Glavis.  Read  the  answer. 
(The  stenographer  read  the  answer:) 

Why,  he  said  that  they  had — 1  can  not  quote  Mr.  Hoyt  now,  but  I  can  give  you  just 
about  what  it  was.  He  said  Mr.  Ballinger  was  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office  now,  and  he  didn't  see  any  use  in  having  his  name  brought  in,  because  it 
didn't  make  any  difference  to  our  case,  which  was  absolutely  true. 

And  the  other  attorney  on  the  other  side  thought  the  same  way, 
and  they  were  going  to  omit  it. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  If  I  understand  you,  then,  basing  your  statement 
now  upon  information  derived  from  Mr.  Hoyt,  your  statement  is 
this:  That  Mr.  Hoyt  was  there  representing  the  Government,  and 
some  other  lawyer,  whose  name  you  have  not  given,  was  representing 
the  defendant,  and  that  during  the  delivery  of  the  evidence  the  wit- 
nesses mentioned  that  these  deeds  were  drawn,  notes,  etc.,  right  in 
the  testimony,  in  the  office  of  the  other  attorneys,  Ballinger  and 
Battle,  and  that  Mr.  Hoyt  suggested  to  the  counsel  on  the  other  side 
that,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Ballinger  was  now  commissioner, 
a  very  good  way  to  do  that  would  be  just  to  say  " attorneys"  and 
leave  out  the  names;  that  it  would  do  no  good  and  might  be  the 
cause  of  suspicion  by  some  persons,  and  that  the  other  man  said 
"very  good,  and  ttiat  that  was  agreed  upon — that  is  the  way  you 
understood  it  from  Mr.  Hoyt  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that  is  about  as  I  understand  it.  I  only  heard 
him  make  that  statement  once,  but  I  did  not  pay  very  particular 
attention  to  it  at  that  time.  I  was  in  the  room  at  the  time,  but  I 
didn't  follow  it  very  closely. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  did  you  hear  him  make  it  to  the  counsel 
on  the  other  side  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  He  said  he  stated  the  same  thing  to  you, 
Mr.  Vertrees,  the  day  before. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  do  not  understand  me.     I  was  not  out  there. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  but  you  mean  my  counsel? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No,  no;  counsel  in  the  Allen  case.  Were  you 
present  and  heard  that? 

Senator  Root.  Have  you  been  talking  about  something  Mr.  Hoyt 
had  told  you  here? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  Mr.  Vertrees  asked  me  about. 

Senator  Root.  You  have  not  been  talking  about  something  that 
was  said,  then,  at  the  time  of  this  case  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  Mr.  Vertrees  wanted  me  to  state  what  Mr. 
Hoyt  had  said  to  me  since  he  has  been  here. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  I  do  not  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  beg  your  pardon,  Mr.  Vertrees,  I  think  the  record 
will  show  that  you  stated  it  that  way.  I  think  you  were  asking  him 
about  the  conversation  with  Hoyt  here  recently. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Not  recently  ?    The  word  "  recently  "  is  not  in  here. 

Mr.  Graham.  Well,  since  he  came  here. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  said  he  did  not  know.  He  said  he  had  heard 
Mr.  Hoyt,  and  then,  if  I  remember,  I  stated  that  while  it  would  be 

? roper  to  call  for  Mr.  Hoyt,  nevertheless,  under  the  circumstances, 
would  ask  him  to  state  what  Mr.  Hoyt  told  him. 
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Mr.  Dexby.  It  was  my  impression  that  the  witness  was  U 
to  a  conversation  had  since  Mr.  Hoyt  arrived  in  Washingtoi 
time. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  doubt  about  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Read  the  question,  and  see  just  how  it  is. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question,  as  follows:) 

If  I  understand  you,  then — basing  your  statement  now  upon  informatioi 
from  Mr.  Hoyt — your  statement  is  this:  That  Mr.  Hoyt  was  there  repreec 
Government,  and  some  other  lawyer,  whose  name  you  have  not  given,  i 
seating  the  defendant,  and  that  during  the  delivery  of  the  evidence  the 
mentioned  that  these  deeds  were  drawn,  notes,  etc.,  right  in  the  testimoi 
office  of  the  other  attorneys,  Bal linger  and  Battle,  and  that  Mr.  Hoyt  suj 
the  counsel  on  the  other  side  that  in  view  of  the  fact  Mr.  Ballinger  was  no? 
sioner,  that  a  very  good  way  to  do  that  would  be  just  to  say  "attorneys"  and 
the  names;  that  it  would  do  no  good  and  might  be  the  cause  of  suspicion 
persons,  and  that  the  other  man  said  very  good,  and  that  that  was  agreed  u 
is  the  way  you  understood  it  from  Mr.  Hoyt? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  witness  had  in  his  mind  that.  Now, ; 
no  knowledge  of  that  from  him  before  he  came  here,  since  thj 
tigation  began  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  recall  any. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Where  did  you  get  your  knowledge,  then, 
fact  that  you  were  able  to  state  it  here  to  the  committee,  w! 
were  first  examined  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  From  Mr.  P.  C.  Richardson. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So  you  were  stating  what  Mr.  Richardson  1 
had  occurred  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  so  stated  that  when  I  testified. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  you  present  when  Mr.  Hoyt  and  coui 
that  conversation  that  you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  remember  it  at  all. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  in  making  your  statement,  both  then  a 
since  you  have  talked  with  Mr.  Hoyt,  and  then  when  you  did 
to  him,  do  you  mean  to  say,  or  to  intimate,  or  to  have  the  coi 
infer  that  it  was  done  by  the  direction  or  procurement  of  1 
linger  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Or  that  Mr.  Ballinger  had  any  knowledge 
ever  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not.  It  was  not  my  purpose  in 
it  in  my  direct  examination. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then,  what  was  your  purpose  in  stating  it 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  was  merely  because  I  liacl  this  informatioi 
had  every  reason  to  believe  it  was  so  that  Mr.  Ballinger's  i 
the  testimony  taken  in  the  trial  of  the  case  was  omitted,  and 
fore,  in  reading  it,  the  statement  that  Watson  Allen  had  procu 
name  Ballinger  would  not  appear  in  the  whole  case,  and  I  did  n 
them  to  have  any  misunderstanding  when  they  read  the  r€ 
find  his  name  omitted,  and  then  think  I  had  made  a  misstate] 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  my  point  is,  whv  did  you  make  the  sti 
here  to  the  committee  at  tne  outset  of  that  proceeding,  as  h 
done,  if  you  had  no  knowledge  or  information  whatsoever  t 
Ballinger  had  connived  at  or  had  it  done? 

Mr.  Graham.  I  ask  for  the  reading  of  his  last  answer,  to 
^oes  not  fit  this  question  particularly. 
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(The  stenographer  read  the  answer,  as  follows:) 

It  was  merely  because  I  had  this  information,  and  I  had  every  reason  to  believe  it 
was  so  that  Mr.  Ballinger's  name  in  the  testimony  taken  in  the  trial  of  the  case  was 
omitted,  and,  therefore,  in  reading  it,  the  statement  that  Watson  Allen  had  procured, 
the  name  Ballinger  would  not  appear  in  the  whole  case,  and  I  did  not  want  them  to 
have  any  misunderstanding  when  they  read  the  record  to  find  his  name  omitted, 
and  then  think  I  had  made  a  misstatement. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  I  submit  that  that  does  not  answer  my  question 
at  all. 

Mr.  James.  Read  the  question. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question,  as  follows:) 

But  my  point  is,  why  did  vou  make  the  statement  here  to  the  committee  at  the 
outset  of  that  proceeding,  as  has  been  done,  if  you  had  no  knowledge  or  information 
that  Mr.  Ballinger  had  connived  or  had  it  done? 

Then  what  was  your  purpose  in  stating  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because,  as  I  have  stated  in  my  answer  right  above 
there,  I  knew  the  committee  would  call  for  the  record  in  the  Wilson 
Coal  Company  case,  and  going  over  the  testimony  if  they  found  that 
Mr.  Ballinger  s  name  did  not  appear,  and  only  "attorney"  appeared, 
which  I  had  every  reason  to  believe  would  be  the  case  in  view  of  the 
information  I  had  received  from  Mr.  Richardson,  that  then  the  name 
"Ballinger"  or  "Ballinger's  firm"  had  been  eliminated  and  "attor- 
ney" substituted,  I  thought  that  the  committee  would  not  be  able 
to  understand  my  testimony  if  it  did  not  have  that  explanation. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  A  very  long  interval  of  time  has  passed  since  Mr. 
Richardson  told  you  tins,  has  it  not,  before  you  came  before  this 
committee  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  think  the  first  time  that  Mr.  Richardson  told 
me  about  it  was  last  summer,  or  somewhere  about  June,  1909.  I 
think  that  was  the  first  time  he  told  me  about  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  make  any  attempt  to  verify  that  infor- 
mation ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  lay  any  importance  upon  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  As  I  understand  you,  he  did  not  tell  you  that  Mr. 
Ballinger  had  in  any  way  had  it  done,  did  he  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  ne  did  not  even  intimate  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  did  not  give  you  any  intimation  of  that  sort  f 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  then  without  any  intimation  of  that  sort  and 
without  any  attempt  to  verify  the  things  he  did  give  you;  you  made 
the  statement  here  that  you  made  on  your  original  examination  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  statement  is  it  that  you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  As  to  the  elimination  of  his  name  by  stipulation. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  in  that  I  said  that  it  was  upon  informa- 
tion that  had  been  given  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  page  670  of  the  record,  Mr.  Glavis,  there  is  a 
letter  written  by  you  to  Mr.  Shaw,  dated  July  16,  1909,  and  at  about 
the  middle  of  that  letter  you  say: 

There  are  many  phases  to  this  investigation  that  are  not  of  record,  for  obvious  rea- 
sons. You  will  probably  come  to  that  conclusion  after  examining  my  report.  It  is 
quite  probable  that  some  of  the  papers  will  not  be  turned  over  to  you. 

The  Chairman.  On  what  page  is  that  ? 

24991— vol  1—10 51 
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Mi  Vertrees,  It  is  on  page  670  of  the  record  of  t 
It  is  a  letter  to  Mr,  Shaw,  Perhaps  I  had  better  rej 
that  point  in  order  to  get  the  true  eon  nee  t  ion.  It  is 
Wash  .  July  16,  1909,  addressed  to  Mr,  Shaw,  d  the  1 
at  Vfaahington: 

Mr.  A.  (\  Shaw, 

United  States  FortMl  Service,  Washtnfjtoif,  />. 
Dear  Mb.  Sraw:  1  wired  ymi  today  in  referenre  to  the  Alaska 
trust  that  you  will  be  ablo  t  >  Monro  ■  *'<>n!i  nuance  in  the  running! 
will,  do  doubt,  have  called  for  all  my  reports  and  paper.-*  in  the  cas 
you  have  not  done  sof  I  would  ?u^e?t  that  you  calf  for  all  the  pappi 
(fa  ftkiVi  coal  iiiveHtiiratioiLs.  There  are  many  phases  to  this  invt 
not  of  reenrd,  for  obvioufi  reasons  You  will  probably  come  to  tha 
examining  my  reports.  It  is  quite  probable  that  wme  of  (ho  p 
toned  over  to  you. 

The  Chairman.  Read  the  next  sentence. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  "However,  I  have  the  same  and  t 
very  interesting  reading  to  you,71 

Whut  were  those  papers  that  were  such  interesting 
Glavis  I 

Mr.  Glavis,  The  different  instructions  and  tokgr&B 
that  are  in  the  record  here  now, 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Those  that  are  in  the  record  here  n 

Mr,  Glavis*  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Why  would  they  not  probably  turn 
them  to  him  I 

Mr.  G lavi8.  Well,  I  did  not  think  that  they  would 
of  it- 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Oh,  yes;  in  other  words — — 

Mr*  Glavis.  And  would  not  want  another  bureau  U 

Mr.  Vektkees.  In  other  words,  to  suppress  the  in 
the  in  over,  that  they  would  reflect  on  them.     Is  that 

Mr,  Glavis.  Well,  that  they  would  not  want  anot 
know  that  they  had  taken  the  action  that  they  did. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Or,  as  you  have  expressed  it,  they 
very  proud  of  them  ? 

Mr,  Glavjs.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Was  not  the  real  reason,  and  the 
Ithat  you  had  those  papers  that  you  said  would  not  b 
yourself  ? 

Mr.  Glavis,  No,  sir;  they  had  copies  of  everything 
the  originals  in  my  commurjicatlons  with  the  depai 
had  copies  of  everything  that  they  had  the  originals 

Mr.  Vertrees.  In  other  words,  there  were  24 "  letters 
here,  about,  that  were  found  up  at  Seattle,  that  they 
were  there  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  did  not  have  them;  I 
-anything  about  them  at  that  time.     I  did  not  know  € 
existed  on  July  16,  those  letters. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  at  any  rate  you  called  on  Mr.  S 
"Call  for  all  the  papers,"  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr,  Vertrees.  And  you  told  him  at  the  same  time 
called  for  them  he  would  not  get  them— or  some  of 
probably  would  not  get  them,  did  you  not  J 
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Mr,  Glavis.  I  said  probably  they  would  not:  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  And  you  now  give  the  reason  that  they  would  not 
be  proud  of  them  and  therefore  would  not  be  inclined  to  turn  them 
overt 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  what  I  thought. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  tell  nim  in  that  letter  that  the  reason 
was  that  you  had  them  yourself? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Just  read  it  and  see  if  jrou  did  not. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  want  me  to  read  it  all?     It  is  as  follows: 

I  wired  you  to-day  in  reference  to  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  and  I  trust  that  you  will  be 
able  to  secure,  a  continuance  of  the  Cunningham  group. 

You  will,  no  doubt,  have  called  for  all  my  reports  and  papers  in  the  case  before 
this.  If  you  have  not  done  so,  1  would  suggest  that  you  call  for  all  the  papers  con- 
nected with  the  Alaska  coal  investigations.  There  are  many  phases  to  tnis  investi- 
gation that  are  not  of  record,  for  obvious  reasons.  You  will  probably  come  to  that 
conclusion  after  examining  my  reports.  It  is  quite  probable  that  some  of  the  papers 
will  not  be  turned  over  to  you.  However,  I  have  the  same,  and  they  would  be  very 
interesting  reading  to  you. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  not  tell  him  there  that  you  have  them  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  tell  him  that  I  have  them;  that  I  would 
like  to  explain  my  letter  if  it  is  not  clear.  In  the  Une  before  I  said 
"It  is  quite  probable  that  some  of  the  papers  will  not  be  turned  over 
to  you;"  and  if  those  papers  are  not  turned  over  to  them  in  Wash- 
ington I  would  turn  over  some  papers  out  there.  It  would  not  make 
good  sense  if  it  meant  that  they  would  not  turn  over  papers  to  me 
which  I  had. 

Senator  Purcell.  Do  you  mean  copies — that  you  had  copies) 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  1  had  copies  of  some  of  them  and  the  Land 
Office  had  originals  that  I  had  copies  of,  and  I  had  the  originals  of 
what  the  Land  Office  had  copies  of,  you  see. 

Mr.  James.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  Land  Office  here  in  Wash- 
ington had  copies  of  all  these  letters  out  there  in  Seattle  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  the  letters  that  Mr.  Vertrees  referred,  to  a 
little  while  ago  were  not  known  to  me,  or  unknown  in  my  office  at 
that  time,  and  I  meant  the  telegram  that  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office  had  sent  me,  and  letters  that  they  had  sent  me 
instructing  me  of  the  action  in  the  cases,  of  which  I  had  the  originals. 
Still  the  Land  Office  here  keeps  a  copy  of  them  and  I  also  meant  my 
replies  to  such  communications,  of  which  I  had  copies,  and  they 
would  naturally  have  the  originals. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  not  tell  him  you  have  the  letter  which  you 
say  you  have  a  copy  of. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No.  sir;  I  did  not  testify  directly  to  that,  but  I  meant 
by  that  that  I  haa  copies  of  some  of  the  originals  and  others. 

Senator  Root.  You  mean  that  they  were  practically  duplicate 
files  and  you  could  not  get  them  here  and  get  them  back? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  I  meant  exactly. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Please  look  at  page  370  of  your  original  examina- 
tion and  see  if  you  did  not  tell  the  committee,  about  the  middle  of 
.the  page,  that  the  first  time  you  took  that  matter  up  for  the  Forest 
Service  was  July  16,  1909;  and  that  was  the  first  time  you  took  the 
matter  up  with  the  Forest  Service  in  any  way. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  "  I  never  in  the  past  consulted  them  in  an 
to  the  Alaska  coal  cases." 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  is  that  true,  Mr.  Glavis  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  as  I  stated  before,  I  did  not  call  the  nig 
or  the  day  before.  I  think  July  14  or  15 1  had  spoken  to  1 
he  had  apparently  done  nothing,  and  this. was  tne  first  tii 
taken  it  up  with  the  Forest  Service  here  in  Washington,  D. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  not  you,  a  few  days  before,  appr< 
Allen? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  so  testified  here. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  To  get  him  to  telegraph  the  Forestry  p 
Washington  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  wanted  them  to  do  something  j 
but  he  did  not  take  the  action,  so  then  I  had  to  take  action  di 
the  Forestry  Service  myself. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  went  to  him  to  get  him  to  do  it,  an 
he  have  his  telegrams  in  here,  that  there  was  something  doi 
meantime  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  do  not  think  he  had  in  the  meantime, 
the  first  action  taken  that  Mr.  Shaw  took  was  when  he  rea 
telegram  of  July  16.  That  was  the  trouble,  and  I  wish  to  n 
statement  that  I  would  have  much  preferred  it  to  have  com 
in  that  manner,  to  have  had  Mr.  Allen  take  the  action  than 
required  me  to  take  it;  but  he  did  not  do  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  also  told  us  that  you  were  sur 
Shaw's  report  that  he  made  when  he  was  sent  out  there  to 
the  matter. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  never  made  any  such  statement. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  do  not  mean  Shaw,  I  mean  Sheridan.  S! 
report. 

Mr.  Gl'avis.  That  I  was  surprised  at  it  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  Sheridan's  report. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Where  is  there  a  reference  to  that  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  just  do  not  know  at  the  present,  but  I 
he  said  so. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  like  to  see  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  get  it  later.  I  see  that  I  have 
memorandum,  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  you  made  the  si 
that  when  Mr.  Sheridan  reported  as  he  did  that  you  were  i 
at  it. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  do  you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  To  the  report  when  he  was  sent  out  there 
1909;  when  he  went  out  to  examine  the  evidence  that  M 
had  and  report  whether  the  matter  should  be  postponed  or  cc 
and  Sheridan  reported  that  it  would  be  advisable  to  postpc 
hearings. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recall  whether  I  made  such  a  stateir 
I  was  surprised  at  it,  but  it  did  occur  to  me  that  it  was  v< 
mend  able  in  the  man  to  have  made  that  report  concurrin 
recommendations,  because  he  had  this  letter  giving  the  offio 
very  strongly  against  my  views  on  the  question,  and  that 
caused  my  surprise,  if  any. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  We  will  pass  from  that,  as  you  do  not 
and  will  come  back  to  it  later.     I  am  sure  about  that  answ< 
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did  complain  on  March  30,  1908,  though,  that  the  entrymen  seemed 
-well  informed  as  to  what' was  going  on  in  the  office  reports,  and  the 
like,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  On  March  30,  1908? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes.  It  is  in  that  book  that  you  are  looking  at, 
at  page  58,  I  think. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  on  what  did  you  predicate  that  statement, 
Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Upon  the  statement  that  Mr.  Moore  had  made  to  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  March  6,  at  Seattle.  Now,  what  was  it  that 
Mr.  Moore  told  you. 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  told  me  in  substance  this,  that  if  it  had  not  been 
for  me  the  Cunningham  cases  would  have  been  patented  if  it  had  not 
been  for  my  protest.  Now  they  had  to  tell  him — somebody  in  the 
General  Land  Office  had  to  tell  him — in  order  for  him  to  know  it;  and 
he  also  said  that  that  was  the  only  thing  against  the  claims,  and  spoke 
in  a  way  to  give  us  every  reason  to  believe  that  he  had  seen  all  the 
papers  in  the  case.  If  you  want  me  to  I  will  try  to  recall  just  what 
1  aid  say.     I  think  I  tned  to  quote  it  once  before. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  sufficient  for  the  point  that  I  am  on.  Now 
you  say  that  he  told  you  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  your  protest  that 
the  lands  would  have  been  patented.     Is  that  the  substance  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Of  that  part  of  it,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  there  any  other  point  that  ought  to  be  told  in 
connection  with  this  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  point  I  stated  right  above,  that  he 
gave  Mr.  Jones  and  me  every  reason  to  believe  that  Mr.  Ballinger  had 
talked  with  him  about  the  case  and  showed  him  all  the  papers  in 
the  case.* 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  on  January  15,- 1908,  had  not  Mr.  Love  writ- 
ten to  the  register  and  receiver  at  Juneau?  Look  at  page  47  of  that 
document. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Vertrees,  that  is  Mr.  Cunningham. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  Mr.  Cunningham  had  written  that  he  had 
written  with  reference  to  a  conversation  with  Governor  Moore,  or 
advised  with  Governor  Moore,  and  in  which  he  says : 

I  am  glad  that  you  sent  your  office  copies  on  to  Washington,  for  I  am  advised  by 
Governor  Moore  that  he  is  assured  by  the  department  chief  that  patents  will  be  issued 
forthwith  upon  arrival  ofplats,  unless  some  reason  for  withholding  change  is  advanced 
by  Special  Field  Agent  Glavis,  which  is  not  expected. 

Is  that  not  so  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  on  March  17 — look  at  page  57 — did  not 
Governor  Moore  write  to  the  commissioner,  that  at  this  same  con- 
versation a  few  days  before  he  had  seen  you  and  Mr.  Jones  down  at 
Seattle,  stating  it  to  be  a  short  time  ago,  and  which  must  therefore 
be  the  date  you  fix  of  March  6 — and  found  you  were  again  investi- 

f;ating  these  entries  and  that  their  report  could  not  be  otherwise  than 
avorable;  and  does  he  not  conclude: 

If  there  is  any  failure  to  comply  strictly  with  Alaska  coal-land  laws  or  the  fed  era 
statutes,  or  if  fraud  is  charged,  tne  nature  of  the  irregularities  or  the  charge  should  be 
made  known. 
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Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  does  that  not  indicate  to  jour  mind  t 
that  time — five  days  after  that — Mr,  Moore  understood  the  sit 
to  be  a  favorable  one  ? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Five  days  after  what? 

Mr.  Vertrees,  The  oofiveraatioa  with  yon 

Mr,  Glavis.  Understood  what  situation? 

Mr.  Vertrees,  The  situation  as  to  the  claim.  If  he  had  not 
with  you  on  the  6th,  just  ten  days  before  I 

Mr,  Glavis,  Yes,  sir;  it  shows  that  he  thought  it  should  h 
it  does  not  state  that  Mr.  Jones  or  myself  told  him  that  there 
be  such  a  f&Yormbk  report. 

Mr,  Vertrees.  But  I  am  on  the  question  of  the  resuli  thl 
left  on  his  mind,  apparently,  80  f;>r  as  that  letter  goes,  Ufcd  tha 
versa  tion  with  you  in  which  you  say  that  there  was  great  com 
against  you,  that  it  was  not  going  to  be,  and  it  was  your  j 
that  was  holding  it  up. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  understand  your  qtiestioa,  but,  as  I  j 
stand  it]  it  does  not  show  that  Mr.  Moore  was  displeased  wi 
because  I  had  protested  against  the  entries,  imr  docs  it  show  t 
aeeured  any  information  from  Mr,  Jones  and  myself  that  w< 
going  to  definitely  make  1'nvtn-able  report. 

Mr.  Vertrkks,  Thr  point  is^  does  it  not  show  that  he,  with 
days  after,  labored  under  the  impression  that  everything  v 
able  or  believed  that  it  would  bet 

Mr,  Brandeis.  Eleven  days  after  you  mean 

Mr.  Glavis.  Eleven  days  after, 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Now  look  at  Mr,  Dennett's  reply  to  that  let 
page  58  and  state  if  Mr,  Dennett  instead  of  Mr.  ftallingei  do 
reply  to  that  letter  advising  that  the  entry  is  held  in  the  omed  p 
the  receipt  of  a  special  agent's  report,  and  that  as  soon  as  that 
is  received  prompt  action  will  be  taken  in  the  matter,  of  whi< 
will  be  duly  notified. 

Mr.  Glavis.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now  go  to  page  186  of  that  document  ai 
if  there  is  not  another  letter  from  Mr,  Moore  to  Mr.  Balli 
that  is,  after  he  became  Secretary — and  in  that  does  he  no 
that  so  far  as  his  knowledge  extends  every  step  lias  been 
up  in  the  direction  of  competent  counsel  supplemented  by  < 
and  intelligent  effort,  to  comply  with  the  law  in  letter  and  in 
and  he  concludes  by  asking  Mr.  Ballinger  to  give  him  such  in 
tion  as  he  < mi  consistently. 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  date  is  that— April  9,  1909* 

The  Chairman.  It  is  at  the  bottom  of  page  186. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  on  page  193  of  that  same  document 

The  Chairman,  lie  has  not  answers]  vet  What  vu 
answer  ( 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  says  that,  in  part,  in  that  letter. 

Mr  Vertrees.  1  know  that  is  only  part  of  it,  but  that  i 
am  asking  you  about  now.  Is  there  anything  else  that  quuUi 
report?     If  so,  state  it. 

Air.  Glavis,  In  the  whole  letter? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Surely,  read  the  whole  letter. 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  would  have  to  read  the  whole  thing.  If  that  is  the 
intent  of  Mr.  Vertrees  in  asking  me  in  regard  to  some  of  those  other 
letters  that  I  have  just  answered  above,  I  surely  would  like  to  qualify 
all  my  answers,  because  some  of  the  statements  contained  further  in; 
the  letters  that  he  had  asked  me  about  makes  that  absolutely  neces- 
sary, and  when  I  read  this  letter  I  am  going  to  ask  the  permission  of 
the  committee  to  go  back  and  so  qualify  the  other  statements. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Before  you  do  that — and  you  can  do  so — state  to» 
the  committee  whether  there  is  anything  in  that  letter  that  qualifies, 
the  matter  that  I  endeavored  to  bring  out. 

The  Chairman.  That  question  you  can  answer  by  reference  to 
this  letter. 

Senator  Purcell.  He  may  look  through  these  letters  between  now 
and  our  meeting  after  recess. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  wanted  him  to  state  whether  or  not  I  had  just 
cut  the  thought  in  part.  I  did  not  think  I  had,  and  I  wanted  him 
to  state  whether  I  had  or  not. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  felt  that  you  had  in  the  others  and  I  want  to  cor- 
rect my  answers.     I  would  also  like  to  read  this  one  first. 

The  Chairman.  Has  the  counsel  any  objection  to  our  taking  our 
recess  now,  and  he  may  go  over  these  letters  in  the  meantime  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Not  at  all,  Mr.  Chairman. 

(At  12.30  p.  m.  the  committee  took  a  recess  until  2  p.  m.) 

after  recess. 

The  committee  reassembled  at  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

LOUIS  B.  GLAVIS  RESUMED  TEE  STAND  FOR  FURTHER  CROSS- 
EXAMINATION. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  when  we  adjourned  you  were  at  that 
time  examining  the  letter  of  April  9,  1909,  which  appears  on  page- 
186  of  the  list  of  orders,  and  you  were  seeing  whether  there  was  any- 
thing  in  it  to  qualify  the  paragraph  to  which  I  called  your  attention* 

The  Chairman.  What  page  was  that? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  One  hundred  and  eighty-six.  Did  you  find  any- 
thing in  any  way  that  qualified  what  I  asked  you  about  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  wish  vou  would  read  the  question  above  that,  the 
paragraph  which  Mr.  \ertrees  read  to  me  before  we  adjourned. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  can  restate  it,  if  you  wish  it. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  wish  vou  would. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  asked  vou  if  that  letter  of  Governor  Moore  did 
not  state  to  Mr.  Secretary  Ballinger  this: 


So  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  every  step  ha*  been  taken  under  the  direction  of 
ompetent  counsel,  supplemented  by  careful  s 
the  law  in  letter  and  in  spirit. 


competent  counsel,  supplemented  by  careful  and  intelligent  effort  to  comply  with 


And  if  he  then  did  not  add  also: 

Kindly  give  me  such  information  as  you  can,  consistently. 

Now,  is  there  anything  there  that  should  be  included  in  that  that 
would  qualify  what  is  implied  in  those  two  statements  as  to  his 
knowledge  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  the  commissioner's — as  to  Mr.  Ballinger's 
knowledge? 
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Mr,  VbXTREBS.    No,  Mr  MOOTO'S  klinwledj/r 

Mr.  («lavis*  Yes;  I  think  probably  the  information  Mr 
wantrd  us  shown  by  this  letter,  was  whether  the  present  Si 
Secretary  Bal  linger,  intended  to  tarry  out  the  Roosevelt  ami 
poticiefl  or  whether  they  intended  to  change  the  policv  un<I< 
the  former  ml  ministration  had  heen  acting? 

Mr    Ykktijkes.    Had  not  Mr.  Roosevelt  said  that  the  I 
to  the  Alaska  lauds  were  absurd  and  ought  to  be  changed  in 
sage  to  the  Congress. 

Mr  GrLAVXS.  I  have  never  heard  this. 

Mr.  ViifBKKs.  ^  «m  ifnnf  remember  that — we  had  it  up  tJ 
daw 

Mr.  tlLAvis.  Jfeaj  1  think  I  do.  But  nevertheless  they  wei 
Lng  -nil  the  law  as  thev  found  it  at  that,  time,  as  is  shown  by  tti 

of  Mr  Moore  in  which  he  snys  — 

Mr.  Ykutrkks.    What    relation   has   (hat    with   the   mattei 
I  wish  you  to  speak  of,  which  whs  that  this  letter  indirn! 
what  Mr.  Moore  means  for  it  to  indicate  is,  that  he  has  no  kn 
of  anything  in  the  way  of  the  patenting  of  his  claims? 

Mr-  (ii.avis    Well,  I  think  it  is.    lie  says 

Kindly  give  me  mich  information  m  you  consistently  can, 

That  is,  the  information  he  called  for  in  the  same  parmgrapj 
letter,  not  only  as  to  testi  <j_r  the  claims,  but  as  to  the  pol 
depended  entirely,  as  shown  by  the  letter,  upon  what  the  poller 
be  as  to  whether  they  would  get  the  patents. 

Mr.  Yertkeer.  I  brought  it  in  your  attention  with  the  view 
ing  the  committee  compare  thai  with  your  statement  thnr  Mi 
had  previously  expressed  to  you  a  knowledge  of  your  protest, 
question  now  is  not  what  he  wanted  to  know/ hut  the 
information  at  that  time — what  this  letter  indi 

Mr  Glavis,  Oh,  if  that  is  the  intent,  1  would  say  this  refi 
the  information  the  Government  had  secured  while  Mr  B 
was  out  of  office  probably. 

Mr  Yertrees.  That  si  ill  is  nut  what  I  wish  your  mind  t 
to,  Mr.  Glavis:  my  point  is  to  have  you  say  whether  or  not 
not  show  whether  it  would  be  truthful  or  untruthful — that  G 
Moore  meant  to  sny  that  he  did  not  know  there  was  jmyt 
the  way,  and  wanted  to  find  out  whether  there  was. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  that  is,  he  also  said  so. 

Mr.  Jambs.  Right  there,  instead  of  it   referring  to  th;itT 
think  this  is  nnt  a    reference  to  the  situation  of  that,  or  is 
criticism: 

This  n'f<*i       i ne,  Ui  Lite  fanner adminfatialian,  which.  I  think,  fail* 

out  the  pfovudoni   'i  the  statutes  relating  i*"  Alaska  <f»at  Ian  da  in  refusing  j 
j  made  pratr  to  the  order  *>f  withdrawal,    Ii  i*  hoped  and  confidently 
HuM  the  pneenl  arw  will  f"j  distinguished  fur  u  hirer  interpretation  Mid 
i  fur  law. 

Now ,  was  this  information  he  wanted  relative  to  what  th< 
whs  going  to  be  I 
Mr,  Glavis.  That  is  what  1  thought- 
Mr,  James.  Or.  was  it  in  regard  to  how  the  parties  stood? 
Mr.  Glavis,  That   originally  was  what  I  thought  in  giv 

answer- 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  it  not  plain  from  the  latter  part  of  the  letter  that 
he  means  to  inquire  as  to  the  status  of  it  [reading] : 

You  will  realize,  I  think,  that  any  considerable  delay  will  mean  the  loss  of  another 
summer's  work  in  development  and  another  year's  delay  in  getting  the  coal  to  the 
markets  on  the  Pacific  coast,  where  it  is  badly  needed. 

Mr.  Glavis.    Yes;  but  he  then  says  in  the  other  paragraph- 


Senator  Ptjrcell.  The  opening  sentence  of  that  letter  tells  what 
the  purpose  of  the  letter  is.     It  says: 

The  purpose  of  this,  letter  is  to  inquire  concerning  the  status  of  certain  coal-land 
entries  in  Kayak  district,  Alaska,  more  especially  concerning  that  one  made  by 
myself. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes;  that  is  the  statement" of  it. 

Now,  I  will  ask  you  if  Air.  Ballinger  replied  to  that  letter,  or  was  it 
replied  to  by  Mr.  Dennett,  do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Look  at  page  193  of  this  compilation  and  see  if 
the  matter  there  was  not  turned  over  April  20,  1909,  by  the  Secretary 
to^Mne  one  else.  Was  there  not  a  letter  from  Mr.  Dennett,  commis- 
sioner, dated  April  20,  1909,  to  Governor  Moore,  which  reads  as 
follows: 

April  20,  1909. 
Hon.  Miles  C.  Moore, 

Walla  Walla,  Wash. 
My  Dear  Governor:  Your  letter  of  the  9th  instant  to  the  department  asking  for 
the  status  of  coal  entries  in  the  Kayak  district,  Alaska,  and  more  particularly  about 
the  entry  made  by  yourself,  and  now  pending,  has  been  referred  to  me  for  reply. 

The  office  has,  within  the  current  month,  received  a  detailed  report  from  the  field 
as  to  the  status  of  the  various  coal  entries  referred  to,  and  the  matters  disclosed  in 
said  report  preclude  action  on  the  entries  at  this  time.  The  further  work  necessary, 
by  reason  of  the  information  now  in  the  possession  of  the  office,  will  be  concluded 
within  the  next  sixty  days,  and  at  that  time  the  record  will  be  in  such  shape  that  the 
entries  will  be  acted  upon  in  this  office. 

Respectfully,  Fred  Dennett, 

Commissioner. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  not  that  a  reply  of  the  commissioner  to  that 
letter  of  the  Secretary  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  before  we  adjourned  the  question  came  up 
as  to  whether  you  had  stated  that  you  were  surprised  at  the  report  of 
Mr.  Sheridan,  and  you  asked  me  to  call  your  attention  to  the  place 
where  that  occurred,  and  I  could  not  do  it  at  the  time;  but  now  I 
bring  it  to  your  attention.  It  is  on  page  201  of  the  record  of  the 
evidence,  and*  were  you  not  examined,  and  did  you  not  answer  as 
folllows: 

No,  sir.  I  protested  against  having  hearings  in  the  Cunningham  cases  on  July  16, 
1909,  to  the  Forest  Service.  Mr.  A.  C.  Shaw  was  the  law  officer  of  the  Forest  Service 
in  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  page  is  that? 

Mr.  Vertrees.    Two  hundred  and  one  of  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  see;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees  (reading) : 

By  telegram  of  Julv  17  they  put  Sheridan  in  charge  of  the  case. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  not  that  fact  that  rather  alarmed  you  and  made  you  apply  to 
Mr.  Pinchot  for  assistance  to  put  you  in  touch  with  the  President? 

Mr.  G  lav  is.  No,  sir;  there  were  a  great  many  things  that  alarmed  me  beside  that. 
That  did  not  worry  me  very  much. 


U.^l'tl      I'iJl    A* 


Now,  go  to  page  249 — the  bottom  of  page  24 s.     The  chiiii 

But  you  have  stated  heretofore  that  whoa  Sheridan  raine  he  and  you 
youf  tjpioion  about  this  cane — that  h,  he  a^re»/»l  witii  you? 

Mr  Li  lav  is.  Yi^+  sir 

The  Chairman*,  So  that  be  did  nvt  take  an  unfriendly  vie* 
vi»w  from  what  von  did? 

Mr,  Glavjsl  Ko,  sir.  I  thought  he  ncter)  very  properly  in  them,  in  fuc 
prised  that  he  took  the  view  that  he  did, 

Now.  w'iy  were  you  surprised,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr,  G  la  vis.  Because  he  had  been  sent  all  the  way  froj 
to  go  over  the  ease,  and  was  ordered  to  proceed  inimeclifi 
the  hearings.  He  also  had  a  letter  of  instructions  J 
Schwartz— I  think  it  was  dated  July  22.  1909,  something  !i 
wliirh  pmrtieally  told  him— in  fact  I  think  it  did  tell  him 
office  could  not  jti;ivi  with  mv  view,  and  that  thOT  expect* 
proceed  according  to  the  instro  rum  the  olfice 

Mr.  Vertkees.   Well   — 

Mr.  Bkandels*   I  do  not  think  the  witness  has  finished  hi 

Mr.  Vertrees*    1  beg  J  our  pardon. 

Mr.  Glavi>.   1 

Mr  Vertrees,  You  had  &  copy  of  that  letter  of  instrut 
you  not? 

Mr,  Ola  vis.  Yes;  that  is  the  one  I  gave  Mr,  Sheridan, 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  you  say  that  was  a  matter  of  surp 
this  gentleman,  against  whose  character  yoti  knew  nothing. 
out  there  by  the  department  to  make  a.i  investigation  of  tl 
and  report;  and  you  say  that  was  because  of  a  letter  of  ini 
under  which  he  camel 

Mr.  Ql*A VIS.  \o;  not  under  which  he  came.  He  came  t 
when  h*1  arrived  I  received  the  instructions 

Mr.  Vertrees.  ()ht  well,  I  am  not  standing  on  whethe 
there  before  the  other.     He  had  instructions  to  actf  didn1! 

Mr.  Glavis,  The  main  surprise,  was  that  he  was  practic 
or  when  a  superior  usually  tells  a  person  that  that  is  his  \ 
of  employeefi  think  thai   is  the  law.     That  is  the  surp 
I  mean. 

Mr*  Veutkees.  What  you  wish  to  tell  the  commit  tee  is 
were  surprised  he  gave  u  report  that  agreed  with  you,  becan 
been  sent  out  there  to  give  a  diHercm  one  —is  that  the  idea 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  was  sent  out  there — it  was  expected  by 
that  he  would  give  a  different  one. 

Mi.  Vertrees.  Who  expected  il  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  Whyt  I  think  the  whole  office,  1  guess;  I  do 
just  who  in  the  office. 

Mi.  Vebtrebs.  You  said  it  was  expected.  You  surely  k 
if  yon  could  make  that  statement, 

Mr,  Glavis.  Well,  Mr.  Schwartz  evidently  expected  it; 
that  letter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  want  to  get  at.  Whoever  \ 
letter  of  instructions  and  sent  Sheridan  out  expected  him  U 
there  and  make  a  report  that  dilTered  from  your  report? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Ye-,  air;  I  do  not  think  they  would  have 
unlr  did- 

Mr  Yijn  rim;s  You  do  not  think  they  would  have  sent  li 
they  didl 
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Mr-  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
.  Mr.  Vektrees.  Now  I  call  your  attention  to  the  letter  of  instruc- 
tions dated  July  21,  1909,  on  page  251  of  the  list,  and  over  some  dis- 
tance in  it,  on  page  254,  about  the  top,  does  not  this  occur  and  appear. 
in  that  letter  of  instructions  under  which  this  agent  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  and  with  respect  to  whom  you  have  made  the  statement  that. 
you  made  to  this  committee: 

Every  report  received  from  Mr.  Glavis  in  this  case  concludes  with  some  statement 
or  observation  as  to  what  future  and  further  investigation  will  develop  and  leaves  the 
report  in  a  status  which  precludes  this  office  from  taking  any  action;  and  he  has  been 
advised  from  time  to  time  it  is  the  purpose  and  intention  of  this  office  that  there  shall 
be  full  and  complete  investigation  and  advice  prior  to  the  final  action  upon  these 
entries.  It  is  likewise  the  intention  of  this  office  that  these  proceedings  shall  come  to 
a  close,  and  that  these  entries  now  under  investigation  for  a  period  of  two  or  three 
years  shall  either  be  canceled  or  patented .  The  office  appreciates  that  it  has  no  more, 
painstaking  and  careful  agent  than  Mr.  Glavis,  and  that  he  is  giving  to  these  entries, 
and  has  given  to  them,  his  best  efforts.  At  the  same  time  the  proper  and  expeditious 
determination  of  the  field  investigations  at  present  devolve  primarily  upon  myself/ 
and  I  am  responsible  for  the  result.  It  was  with  this  matter  in  mind  that  my  letter  of 
October  7,  1908,  was  addressed  to  him,  and  that  my  wire  of  April  20,  1909,  was  sent, 
informing  him  that  the  cases  Bhould  come  to  conclusion,  so  far  as  the  investigation  waa 
concerned,  within  sixty  days,  and  that  he  might  call  for  whatever  agents  he  might 
require;  and  he  was  likewise — and  has  been — authorized  to  incur  whatever  expense 
may  be  necessary  in  these  investigations.  Notwithstanding  the  explicit  instructions 
contained  in  my  telegram  of  April  20, 1909,  and  the  different  instructions  in  reference 
to  the  Cunningham  case,  Mr.  Glavis  in  his  letter  of  July  8,  1909,  says  that — 

4  ( Since  the  submission  of  my  report  of  March  23  there  has  been  no  evidence  secured 
in  this  group  of  entries,  for  the  reason  that  the  time  allowed  in  which  to  make  these 
investigations  has  been  too  short  to  complete  the  same,"  etc. 

Notwithstanding  Mr.  Glavis' s  statement,  the  record  shows  that  he  had  at  his  disposal 
the  entire  field  force;  and  he  also  had  explicit  notice  that  I  had  pledged  the  entire 
field  force  to  the  department  for  a  report  in  these  cases  at  a  certain  time.  He  haB* 
failed,  however,  and  the  report  can  not  be  made. 

Is  not  that  contained  in  that  letter  of  instructions? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  there  is  a  further  statement. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  going  to  give  you  something  further.     Now 
is  not  this  also  contained :  ; 

You  have  been  placed  in  charge  of  the  Cunningham  group  of  Alaska  coal  cases  fort 
the  express  purpose  of  properly  completing  the  investigation  speedily,  and  thereafter, 
to  conduct  the  hearings  upon  which  the  Government  will  endeavor  to  cancel  the  claims.. 
Enough  of  the  record  has  been  recited  to  advise  you  that  I  expect  this  result  to  be. 
accomplished. 

Now,  so  far  from  telling  Mr.  Sheridan  that  he  wanted  a  report  dif-, 
ferent  from  what  you  state,  now  did  he  not  expressly  tell  him  ther$ 
that,  as  the  record  stated,  the  Government's  expectation  was  justi- 
fied, and  he  said  to  him: 

Enough  of  the  record  has  been  recited  to  advise  you  that  I  expect  this  result  to  be] 
accomplished? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  vou  want  me  to  answer  that  i 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 
,  Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  But  he  also  states  in  that  letter — and  this  is 
the  part  that  I  have  in  mind,  and  the  point  upon  which  neither  the 
office  nor  myself  could  agree  during  that  period  when  they  wanted 
me  to  proceed  with  the  hearing — my  report  of  July  8,  1909,  in 
which  Mr.  Schwartz  says,  at  the  top  of  page  255  of  the  list  of  orders: 

I  am  unable  to  agree  with  Mr.  Glavis's  letter  of  July  8,  that  the  physical  examination 
of  these  coal  properties  in  Alaska  is  necessary  prior  to  the  taking  of  evidence  on  the 
question  of  the  good  faith  and  bona  fides  of  the  en  try  men.  He  has  already  been 
advised  that  whatever  the  result  of  these  examinations,  there  will  be  opportunity 
given  to  get  such  results  in  the  record  in  the  hearings.  ( 
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And  the  other  refers  to — you  don't  want  toe  to  read  the  otl 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  I  haven't  gotten  that  far  yet.  Thai 
different  point.  What  I  want  your  mind  on  is,  not  as  to  the 
viewB  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz  took  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
dence  should  be  gathered — I  am  going  to  come  to  that  pre 
but  I  am  now  on  the  point  that  you  have  said  to  this  commil 
you  expressed  surprise  that  Mr.  Sheridan  concurred  in  your  v 
your  plan  should  be  followed.  And  you  said  the  reason  t 
expressed  that  surprise  was  that  this  man  had  been  sent  o 
under  instructions  to  make  a  report  different  from  what  y 
making.  Now,  I  call  your  attention  to  what  I  have  read 
you  if  m  point  of  fact  the  instructions  were  not  right  the  otl 
and  if  Mr.  Schwartz  did  not  say  to  him  (Mr.  Sheridan)  that  he  c 
that  the  Government's  desire  in  the  matter  of  cancelir 
claims  would  be  accomplished,  and  that  there  was  already  < 
to  show  that  it  had  a  right  to  expect  that  ? 

Mr.  Graham.  Now,  the  witness  started  to  express  dissent  1 
of  the  proposition  contained,  and  I  think  it  may  properly  be 
that  question  by  way  of  recital.  I  think  he  ought  to  be  all 
do  it.     He  started  in  to  say  no  at  a  certain  point. 

The  Chairman.  He  has  not  answered  that  question  at  all. 

Mr.  Graham.  No  one  could  understand  that  question  at  a 

The  Chairman.  He  seems  to  answer  it  by  reading  anoth 
graph  of  the  letter. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Read  the  question. 

Mr.  Graham.  On  that  point,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  re 
that  paragraph  was  entirely  apropos  to  the  discussion  bet? 
witness  and  Mr.  Vertrees. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Read  the  question. 

(The  stenographer  reads  the  question:) 

No,  I  haven't  gotten  that  far  yet.  That  is  on  a  different  point.  What  J 
mind  on  is,  not  as  to  the  different  views  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz  took  as  to  the 
which  the  evidence  should  be  gathered — I  am  going  to  come  to  that  p 
but  I  am  now  on  the  point  that  you  have  said  to  this  committee  that  you 
surprise  that  Mr.  Sheridan  concurred  in  your  view  that  your  plan  should  be 
And  you  said  the  reason  that  you  expressed  that  surprise  was  that  this  man 
sent  out  there  under  instructions  to  make  a  report  different  from  what 
reading.  Now,  I  call  your  attention  to  what  I  have  read  and  ask  you  if  in  p< 
the  instructions  were  not  right  the  other  way,  and  if  Mr.  Schwartz  diet  i 
him — the  Government  did  not  say  to  Mr.  Sheridan — that  he  expected  thai 
ernment's  desire  in  the  matter  of  canceling  these  claims  would  be  acco 
and  that  there  was  already  evidence  to  show  that  it  had  a  right  to  expect 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  In  the  first  place  I  do  not  think  I  s* 
He  had  instructions  to  make 

The  Chairman.  That  does  not  answer  the  question.  I 
what  you  said;  it  is  what  these  instructions  were.  Confi 
answer  to  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  answered  the  question  by  sa 
and  now  I  want  to  explain. 

The  Chairman.  Oh,  that  was  your  explanation  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  answered  it  by  saying  no  in  the  firs 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  did  not  hear  your  answer. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  I  said,  as  the  question  has  beei 
Mr.  Vertrees,  that  Mr.  Sheridan  had  any  instructions  to  fin 
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ently  from  what  I  had  found.  I  do  not  think  I  used  that  language — 
that  his  instructions  were  to  find  differently  from  what  I  had  found. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  say,  Mr.  Glavis  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  I  recall  it',  I  said  that  Mr.  Sheridan  had  instructions 
which  would  greatly  influence  him  in  finding  the  other  way/  because 
it  was  giving  the  opinion  of  the  office  of  what  they  thought  the  action 
ought  to  be. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  told  the  committee  that  is  what  you  said  a 
while  ago. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  I  said  that  he  was  acting  under  instructions  to  find 
differently  than  I  had  found,  I  would  like  to  correct  it  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Didn't  you  say  to  the  committee  further,  when  I 
asked  you  who  they  were  that  were  expecting  a  different  report,  you 
finally  said  you  supposed  it  was  the  man  who  wrote  it,  Mr.  Schwartz  t 
Didn  t  you  make  that  statement  ?     ' 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  ask  you  if  these  instructions  are  not  plain 
and  unmistakable  to  the  effect— the  part  that  I  have  read — that  the 
Government  is  endeavoring  to  cancel  the  claims.  Enough  of  the  rec- 
ord has  been  recited  to  advise  you  that  I  expect  this  result  to  be 
accomplished.' ' 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  turn  to  page  254,  with  the  figures  289 
in  the  margin,  and  you  will  find  the  paragraph. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  he  says  this,  that  " thereafter  conduct  hear- 
ings upon  which  the  Government  will  endeavor  to  cancel  the  claims/' 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  does  not  say  the  other  thing,  too  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  What  other  thing? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  "Enough  of  the  record  has  been  recited  to  advise 
you  that  I  expect  this  result  to  be  accomplished.,, 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  whole  matter  can  be 
cleared  up  in  a  few  minutes.  As  I  understand  it,  Mr.  Glavis  claims 
that  the  instructions,  or  what  would  amount  to  instructions,  prac- 
tically to  Mr.  Sheridan,  were  to  proceed  with  these  hearings  without 
first  making  a  field  examination.  That  is  the  instructions  that  he 
has  referred  to.  That  his  view  was  the  field  examination  should  be 
made  first,  and  he  was  surprised  that  Mr.  Sheridan  should  find  with 
him  on  that  point.  Not  as  to  the  merits  of  the  case  at  all.  That  is, 
the  sole  cause  of  your  surprise  was  the  fact  that  he  found  that  Mr. 
Sheridan  reported  that — page  277,  about  the  middle — 

I  respectfully  recommend  that  the  cases  be  postponed  and  hearing  not  set  until 
such  time  as  Alaska  testimony  is  at  hand  and  ready  to  be  used  in  the  hearing. 

Now,  that  was  the  cause  of  your  surprise  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Sheridan's  report,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  And  the  sole  cause  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  were  not  surprised  that  he  found  that 
there  was  merit  in  your  contention  that  tne  claims  ought  to  be  can- 
celled, and  he  did  not  violate  any  instructions  to  that  effect  at  all. 
Consequently  the  inquiry  as  to  all  that  matter  seems  to  me  to  be 
irrelevant  when  it  is  understood  what  the  facts  are. 
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Mr.  Vertrbes.  Did  you  say  that  before  the  guest 
brought  to  your  mind  in  your  present  answer,  sir? 

Mr,  Glavis,  Yes;  that  was  in  my  mind,  and  that  i 

Mr.  Vkictrkes.  And  you  think  you  said  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  was  tho  cause  of  rny  surprise. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  understand  that  you  made  th 
minutes  ago,  do  you  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  think  I  did,  because  I  read  that 

Mr,  Vertrees.  That  answers  it.     You  say  you  t! 

Now,  does  not  he  also  say  in  that  same  letter  of 
page  254 : 

You  are  ml  vised  now,  m  Mr.  G  la  via  waa  advfoecl  heretofore,  thai 
me  for  whatever  assistance,  to  the  extent  of  the  field  force  and 
yoii  itmv  require.  If  it  is  a  matter  of  interviewing  further  entryn 
tor  a  sufficieat  number  of  agents  to  make  these  interviews  at  once 
however,  that  Mr,  G  la  vis  aad  his  agents  have  curried  this  group 
hut  a^  to  thiit  I  defer  to  the  opinion  of  yourself  after  you  shall  ha 
MCOrd  and  conferred  with  Mr.  G  la  vis*.  In  so  far  as  the  proper  con 
ningham  group  of  cases  may  require  it,  you  are  authorized  to  call 
any  per  onal  assistance,  including  his  own  services. 

I  am  unable  to  agree  with  Mr.  Glavis*B  tetter  of  July  3,  that  th< 
tion  of  those  <  -ml  properties  in  Alaska  is  necessary  prior  to  the  beg 
of  evidence  on  the  question  of  the  good  faith  and  bona  fides  of  the 
already  In  &d  that,  whatever  the  result  of  these  examina 

opportunity  given  to  get  such  results  in  the  record  in  the  hearing 

The  remainder  seems  immaterial* 

Now,  Mr.  Sheridan  went  over  the  matter  with  you 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  Mr.  Schwartz  sent  vou  a  cot 
letter  of  instruction,  did  he  not,  that  he  had  sent  to  J 

Mr,  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees,  And  you  really  got  yours  first,  di 

Mr,  Glavis,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Vertrees.  And  then  you  and  Mr,  Sheridan 
evidence — the  records — and  Mr.  Sheridan  agreed  wi 
view,  us  to  the  course  to  be  pursued;  that  is  to  say, 
examination  of  the  witnesses  there  should  be  deferrec 
had  the  result  of  the  Alaska  field  examinations? 

Mr,  Glavis-  Yes,  sir;  he  found  that  way* 

Mr-  Vertrees.  And  you  say  that  that  was  a  sur 
the  reasons  that  you  have  already  stated? 

Mr,  Glavis.  \e&,  sir. 

Mr-  James.  How  many  coal  claims  were  pending 
Alaska  coal  lands  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Glavis.  Between  eight  and  nine  hundred, 

Mr.  James.  Had  nothing  been  commenced  bofor 
ham  coal  entries* 

Mr*  Glavis.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  these  the  oldest? 

Mr.  Glavis,  In  point  of  entry  they  were,  but  some 
were  made  about  the  same  time,  but  they  had  not  goi 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  you  meant 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  point  of  being  on  the  Land  Office  ti 
would  be  the  oldest. 

Mr.  Denby,  Had  any  coal  patents  ever  been  issued 
land  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir:  none  of  them. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  number  of  these  Cunningham 
entries  are  not  from  one  to  thirty-three,  inclusive  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  were  the  very  first  that  were  entered  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  claimants  had  not,  most  of 
them,  paid  up  the  money  in  the  early  part  of  1907,  and  only  three 
paid  as  late  as  the  fall  of  1907  » 

^  Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  remember  how  many  of  those  Cun- 
ningham was  representing  as  attorney  in  fact  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Thirty-three. 

Senator  Flint.  Was  that  question  answered  a  minute  ago  you 
were  asked  with  reference  to  the  time  of  payment  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  there  were  three  that  were  filed  on  and  com- 
pleted in  the  fall  of  1907. 

The  Chairman.  The  payments  in  the  other  cases  were  made  in 
March  and  April  and  a  few  cases  in  October,  and  one  of  the  cases  in 
November,  may  be. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Would  it  not  be  a  violation  of  rule  27  of  the 
Land  Office  for  one  person  to  act  as  agent  for  more  than  four  applicants  ? 
Rule  27  provides  that  no  person  shall  be  permitted  to  act  as  such  agent 
for  more  than  four  applicants;  signed  R.  A.  Ballinger,  commissioner. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  was  not  the  rule  at  the  tune  these  applica- 
tions were  made,  Senator. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  do  not  know  of  any  change  in  that  rule; 
that  is  the  only  rule  that  I  find  here. 

Mr.  James.  What  is  the  rule,  Senator  ? 

The  Chairman.  There  are  two  sets  of  rules.  Senator;  one  for  general 
coal  lands  and  the  other  for  Alaska  coal  lands. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  you  will  allow  me  a  suggestion  there,  the  rules 
were  made  in  1907,  but  the  entries  were  made — the  applications  were 
made  long  prior  to  that;  they  were  made  in  1904,  if  I  remember. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  have  here  the  coal-land  laws  and  the  regu- 
lations thereunder  (General  Land  Office,  April  12, 1907),  with  amend- 
ments and  supplemental  circulars;  reprint  July  11,  1908. 

Mr.  James.  Well,  it  would  apply 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  date  of  entry  and  payment  is  given  at  page 
175  of  Senate  document,  and  the  date  of  location  is  also  given  there. 

Senator  Fletcher.  This  is  a  rule  promulgated  by  the  Land  Depart- 
ment under  the  laws  of  1904. 

Senator  Flint.  Those  rules  were  promulgated  several  years  after 
the  entries  were  made. 

Senator  Fletcher.  They  were  promulgated  under  the  act  of  1900 
and  the  act  of  1904,  and  they  are  in  force. 

Mr.  Madison.  In  1907  all  the  Alaska  coal  lands  were  withdrawn; 
they  were  then  in  a  state  of  withdrawal. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Those  rules  are  still-  in  force.  Reprint,  July 
11,  1908.     Rule  27. 

Mr.  James.  Is  there  anything  to  show  whether  or  not  that  was 
the  law  when  these  entries  were  made  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  you  will  look  at  page  175  of  Senate  document 
you  will  find  there  when  the  locations  were  made  of  all  these  33  claims, 
and  also  the  date  of  entry  and  payment.    Of  course  six  months  have 
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to  intervene  before  the  application  and  payment,  making 
months — dating  it  back  you  will  see  that  it  antedates  the  is 
the  rules  in  1907. 

Mr.  Madison.  Did  Cunningham  make  the  location  of  the  ] 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  He  went  to  Alaska  in  1904  and  located  the 
did  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  think  it  was  either  in  1904  or  1903. 

Mr.  Madison.  Then  later  as  an  attorney  in  fact  he  filed  t 
for  these  parties,  did  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  did  not  know  of  anything  in  the  nil 
time  that  prohibited  him  from  doing  that,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  You  understood  that  that  was  in  confon 
the  law  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.     That  was  never  questioned  at  all. 

Mr.  James.  It  is  not  whether  it  was  questioned  or  nc 
the  law?  It  might  not  have  been  questioned,  but  yet  m 
been  the  law. 

Mr.  Glavis.*  If  the  rules  and  regulations  in  1907  were  in  a 
with  law,  it  was  a  violation  of  law  for  one  agent  to  reprei 
than  four  pe&ple. 

Mr.  James.  What  you  mean  to  say  is  that  you  never  notk 
isn't  that  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is. 

Mr.  James.  You  never  looked  up  those  rules  ? 

Mr.  Denby.  I  think  we  are  working  at  cross  purposes, 
of  1907 

Senator  Root.  Did  you  say  he  never  looked  up  the  rul< 

Mr.  James.  I  say  that  particular  rule. 

Mr.  Glavis.  They  never  had  any  rules.  That  was  th< 
I  think  I  can  explain  it,  and  I  wish  Mr.  Finney  would  con 
I  am  not  right  on  it.  Thev  never  drew  up  any  rules  f 
until  the  rules  of  1907,  ana  therefore  while  they  held  th 
claims  that  were  located  prior  to  the  rules  being  prepared 
would  not  have  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and  re 

Senator  Sutherland.  Is  there  anything  in  the  law  i 
would  prevent  a  person  acting  for  more  than  four  claimant 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Well,  then,  the  rule  would  have  1 
if  it  had  provided  that  he  should  not  act  for  more  than  fiv< 
three,  would  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes ;  if  the  law  did  not  require  it,  and  I  do 
that  the  law  said  anything  about  the  agents. 

Senator  Sutherland.  Suppose  the  rule,  instead  of  provi 
he  should  not  enter  for  more  than  four  persons,  had  provide* 
same  person  should  not  act  for  more  than  six,  could  you  h 
fault  with  that  rule  under  any  provision  of  the  law  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  Mr.   Glavis,  I   understand  from  what 
testified,  and  please  tell  me  whether  it  is  the  correct  unders 
does  the  rule  which  provides  that  no  person  shall  be  per 
act  as  such  agent  for  more  than  four  applicants,  to  wnic 
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Fletcher  has  called  attention,  was  that  for  the  first  time  established 
in  1907  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  my  understanding. 

Senator  Root.  So  that  locations  made  by  ^gents  for  more  than 
four  applicants  prior  to  1907  were  treated  as  being  valid  locations? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  could  not  be  made  to  conform  to  those 
regulations;  it  would  not  be  fair  to  them. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  call  attention,  in  order  that  it  may  get  into 
the  record,  to  the  reference  that  the  prints  appearing  at  page  314, 

{>art  2,  of  the  coal-lands  laws  of  Alaska  reciting  the  act,  and  then  fol- 
ows  the  rule,  and  at  page  318  is  the  rule  to  which  I  refer — 318  of  the 
hearings. 

Senator  Root.  That  is  signed  by  R.  A.  Ballinger,  Commissioner. 
Mr.  Ballinger  did  not  become  commissioner  until  March  4.  1907,  so 
that  that  rule  is  dated  April  12, 1907.  That  was  the  rule  long  after 
these  locations  were  made. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  dated  April  12,  1907 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  know. 

Mr.  Finney.  If  I  may  be  allowed  to  explain,  I  think  I  can  exactly 
show  why  this  rule  had  no  application  in  Alaska.  Application  for 
patent  is  filed  with  the  local  land  office,  and  notice  is  given  for  sixty 
days  in  the  newspaper  of  the  application.  Now,  the  statute  provides 
that  during  that  sixty  days  of  publication,  or  at  any  time  within 
six  montlis  thereafter,  an  adverse  claim  can  be  filed  by  anyone,  so 
that  no  entry  can  be  had  during  that  period  of  six  months.  Now, 
all  of  these  entries — the  last  entry  was  made  October  25,  1907 — the 
applications  to  purchase  must  have  been  filed  at  least  six  months 
before  the  entries  were  actually  allowed,  so  that  it  follows  that  all 
applications  were  filed  in  the  local  land  office  at  Juneau  by  Cunning- 
ham, or  whoever  was  the  agent,  before  the  adoption  of  "these  rules 
of  April  12,  1907,  which  contain  the  limitation  upon  the  number  of 
persons  whom  an  agent  can  represent. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Why  were  those  rules  ever  adopted,  Mr. 
Finney,  if  there  is  nothing  in  the  law  that  provides  for  them  ?  Why 
was  such  a  rule  made  as  the  one  in  question  there,  limiting  the  num- 
ber of  applicants  whom  a  person  might  represent  ? 

Mr.  Finney.  The  fact  is,  Senator,  that  some  complaint  had  been 
made  to  us  in  the  Land  Office  that  individuals  were  going  to  Alaska 
and  acting  as  agents  for  a  laree  number  of  people  who  were  not  in 
Alaska  prospecting  at  all,  and  the  design  was  to  cut  those  fellows 
down  and  allow  them  to  represent  only  a  limited  number  of  persons. 

Senator  Fletcher.  But  this  rule  was  made  with  reference  to  the 
Alaska  coal  lands  ( 

Mr.  Finney.  Yes,  sir;  but  only  applied  to  cases  filed  thereafter. 

Mr.  James.  Only  applied  to  locations;  is  that  it? 

Mr.  Finney.  Only  applied  to  cases  filed  thereafter. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Schwartz  states  there  that  the  whole 
force  had  been  put  at  your  service.  Did  you  have  all  the  agents  and 
assistance  that  were  necessary  and  proper  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.     I  wanted  Jones.     I  didn't  have  him. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  How  many  did  vou  have  in  May,  1908? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  May,  1908, 1  had  about — oh,  I  had  about  71  guess, 
about  6  or  7.  Then  I  had  more  there  that  month  at  one  period  than 
I  had  at  another. 
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Mr.  VKETR]  I  -     Did  vou  not  liuvr  6  f»»r  a  portion  of  tl 
10  for  tin-  remainder  of  the  time  I 
Mr  Brajto&is.  What  time  was  this,  Mr.  Vertn 

Mr    \ iKTitEES.   May,  ]<' 

Mr   GtAtra.  I  till  it  now. 

Mr,  Vertrees,  I  here  hand  you  a  list  of  your  force  ■ 
and  a*k  you  whether  that  is  correct  or  not;  and  if  you  sa 
l<»JI  the  committee  how  many  you  bad  at  your  » 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.     I  had  11,  including  myself,  in  & 

Mr,  Vkimkfks.  Give  it  l>\  months,  plea 

Mr,  QtAVia  Thai  is,  I  wish  to  state,  not  nil  during  tl 
May,  1908,  did  I  have  11.    As  shown  lien  b  ietj  1 

May  I  to  May  28.  No;  [had  6  from  May  1  to  May  6,  an 
6  to  May  28  1  had  9  or  10,  This  list  fa  mixed  tip  here.  I 
May  1  to  May  6,  and  than  there  was  '3  more  sent  rue  fron 
and  1  more  sent  from  May  28  on, 

Mr,  Vertkeks.  Well,  in  .Juno,  1908;  how  tnanv  did  J 
June,  19081 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  17,  One  of  them  lett  on  June  10.  : 
one  arrived  about  June  24,  ko  I  only  had  lu in  abou! 

Mr,  Ykrtrees,  Go  through  it  by  months. 

Mr,  Glavis.  Another  one  was  here  in  June — Dili,  on  th 
another  agent  came  on  June  24,  it  .show  s  here,   July,  1908, 
shown  by  this  list.     One  of  them  left  on  July  1 ;  SO  lie  H  ftl 
a  day  during  that  month.     August,  1908,  there  were  14. 
August  22  or  August  23.    September,  1909,  this  is 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Then  is  there  a  jump  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  There  Is  a  correction,  it  should  be  1908 
One  of  them  was  only  there  eight  days  and  another  om 
only  sixteen  days.    They  left  at  that  period.    October,  1 
15;  one  was  there  only  half  a  month  and  two  were  there 
weeks  of  the  time.     In  November,  1908,  I  had  15;  thej 
have  been  there  all  the  time,    December,  1908,  I  had  15; 
worked  only  four  days  and  left  the  service;  another  one 
days  and  left  the  service,  and  another  one  left  the  service 
January,  1909, 1  had  12;  February,  1909,  I  had  12;  and  f r 
to  March  16  I  had  12.     That  is*  apparently  the  day  I  i 
Allen . 

Mr*  Brandeis.  That  is,  you  mean,  took  charge  of 
division  1 

Mr.  G  lav  is.  Yea,  air. 

The  Chairman.  If  that  is  a  correct  Ji^t,  wouldn't  it 
plan  to  put  it  into  the  record? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  This  is  a  correct  list,  isn't  it.  Mr*  Gla 
think  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  Whv,  I  presume  it  is  correct. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  from  the  examination  you  have  give 
believe  it  to  be  correct  ? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Then  let  it  go  into  the  record? 

Mr.  Glavis,  The  daily  reports?  of  these  agents  named  h< 
would  show  just  where  they  were.     These  are  some  of 
that  were  there,  but  I  can  not  say  as  to  the  dates  they 
the  dates  thev  left. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  the  point  of  dates.  Those  are  the 
persons  you  did  have  in  your  service,  you  being  the  chief  of  the 
division,  didn't  you,  and  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  along  about 
the  dates  given" there,  isn't  that  right? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir-  about  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  let  the  list  go  in. 

(The  list  is  as  follows:) 

Personnel  of  field  force  in  first  field  division,  Portland,  Oreg.,  from  May  1,  1908,  to 
March  16,  1909: 

May,  1908. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  chief. 
J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 
Andrew  Kennedy,  special  agent. 
8.  W.  Norton,  jr.,  special  agent. 

C.  O.  Pollard,  special  agent. 
S.  N.  Stoner,  special  agent. 
H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 

J.  W.  Barker,  special  agent,  May  28  to  31,  inclusive. 
F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent,  May  6  to  31,  inclusive. 

E.  H.  Nixon,  special  agent,  May  6  to  31,  inclusive. 
H.  R.  Barton,  special  agent,  May  6  to  31,  inclusive. 

June,  1908. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  chief. 

J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 

H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 

Andrew  Kennedy,  special  agent. 

H.  K.  Love,  special  agent,  June  24  to  30,  inclusive. 

S.  W.  Norton,  jr.,  special  agent. 

0.  O.  Pollard,  special  agent. 

S.  N.  Stoner,  special  agent. 

J.  W.  Barker,  special  agent. 

F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 

A.  R.  Bowman,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 

David  0.  Adams,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 

R.  P.  Cowgill;  temporary  miner. 

Charles  Maguire,  temporary  miner,  June  9  to  30,  inclusive. 

E.  H.  Nixon,  special  agent. 

W.  K.  West,  special  agent,  June  24  to  30,  inclusive. 
H.  R.  Barton,  special  agent,  June  1  to  10,  inclusive. 

July,  1908+ 

L.  R.  Glavin,  chief. 

J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 

J.  W.  Barker,  special  agent,  July  1  only. 

J.  H.  Jones,  special  agent. 

A.  Kennedy,  special  agent. 

H.  K.  Love,  special  agent. 

D.  C. Adams,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 
A.  R.  Bowman,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 
S.  W.  Norton,  special  agent. 

C.  O.  Pollard,  special  agent. 
8.  N .  Stoner,  special  agent. 

F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 
W.  K.  West,  special  agent. 
Ohas.  McGuire,  temporary  miner. 
R.  P.  Cowgill,  temporary  miner. 
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August,  1908. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  chief. 

J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 

H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 

A.  Kennedy,  special  agent,  August  1  to  22,  inclusive. 

H.  K.  Love,  special  agent. 

D.  C.  Adams,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 

A.  R.  Bowman,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 

S.  W.  Norton,  special  agent. 

C.  O.  Pollard,  special  agent. 
S.  N.  Stoner,  special  agent. 

F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 
W.  K.  West,  special  agent. 
Chas.  McGuire,  temporary  miner. 
R.  P.  Cowgiil,  temporary  miner. 

September,  1908. 
L.  R.  Glavis,  chief. 
J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 
H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 
II.  K.  Love,  special  agent,  September  1  to  8,  inclusive. 

D.  C.  Adams,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 
A.  R.  Bowman,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 

S.  W.  Norton,  special  agent,  September  1  to  16,  inclusive. 

CO.  Pollard,  special  agent. 

S.  N.  Stoner,  special  agent. 

F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 

W.  K.  West,  special  agent. 

Chas.  McGuire,  temporary  miner. 

R.  P.  Cowgiil,  temporary  miner. 

October,  1908. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  chief. 

J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 

H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 

A.  Kennedy,  special  agent,  October  16  to  31,  inclusive. 

D.  C  Adams,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 

A.  R.  Bowman,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 

CO.  Pollard,  special  agent. 

S.  N.  Stoner,  special  agent. 

F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 

W.  K.  West,  special  agent. 

Chas.  McGuire,  temporary  miner. 

R.  P.  Cowgiil,  temporary  miner. 

C  II.  Ilartson,  special  agent,  reported  October  1,  1908. 

F.  C  Rabb,  special  agent,  October  7  to  31,  inclusive. 

C  A.  Sunderhn,  special  agent,  October  8  to  31,  inclusive. 

November,  1908. 

L.  K.  Glavis,  chief. 

J.  II .  Alexander,  special  agent. 

H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 

A.  Kennedy,  special  agent. 

D.  C  Adams,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 

A.  R.  Bowman,  temporary  timber  cruiser. 

(\0.  Pollard,  special  agent. 

S.  N.  Stoner,  Bpecial  agent. 

F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 

W.  K.  West,  special  agent. 

('has.  McGuire,  temporary  miner. 

R.  P.  Cowgiil,  temporary  miner. 

C  II.  Ilartson,  special  agent. 

F.  C  Rabb,  special  agent. 

C.  A.  Sunderhn,  special  agent. 
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December,  1908. 

Li.  R.  Glavis,  chief. 

J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 

H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 

A.  Kennedy,  special  agent. 

D.  0.  Adams,  temporary  timber  cruiser,  December  1  to  4,  inclusive. 

A.  R.  Bowman,  temporary  timber  cruiser,  December  1  to  5,  inclusive. 

O.  O.  Pollard,  special  agent. 

S.  N.  Stoner,  special  agent. 

F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 

W.  K.  West,  special  agent. 

Chae.  McGuire,  temporary  miner. 

R.  P.  Cowgill,  temporary  miner,  December  1  to  5,  inclusive. 

C.  H.  Hartson,  special  agent. 

F.  0.  Rabb,  special  agent. 

O.  A.  Sunderlin,  special  agent. 

January,  1909. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  chief. 
J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 
H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 
A.  Kennedy,  special  agent. 
CO.  Pollard,  special  agent. 
S.  N.  Stoner,  special  agent. 
F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 
W.  K.  West,  special  agent. 
Chae.  McGuire,  temporary  miner. 
0.  H.  Hartson,  special  agent. 
F.  C.  Rabb,  special  agent. 
O.  A.  Sunderlin,  special  agent. 

February,  1909. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  chief. 
J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 
H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 
A.  Kennedy,  special  agent. 
CO.  Pollard,  special  agent. 
8.  N.  Stoner,  special  agent. 
F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 
W.  K.  West,  special  agent. 
Chae.  McGuire,  temporary  miner. 
C.  H.  Hartson,  Bpecial  agent. 
F.  C  Rabb,  special  agent. 
0.  A.  Sunderlin,  special  agent. 

March,  1909,  until  16th. 

L.  R.  Glavis,  chief. 
J.  H.  Alexander,  special  agent. 
H.  T.  Jones,  special  agent. 
A.  Kennedy,  special  agent. 
0.  O.  Pollard,  special  agent. 
S.  N.  Stoner,  special  agent. 
F.  L.  Spaulding,  special  agent. 
W.  K.  West,  special  agent. 
Chas.  McGuire,  special  agent. 
C.  H.  Hartson,  special  agent. 
F.  C.  Rabb,  special  agent. 
0.  A.  Sunderlin,  Bpecial  agent. 

Note. — Mr.  H.  K.  Love  was  in  Alaska  until  June  24, 1908,  when  he  reported  to  Mr. 
Glavis  for  duty. 

W.  L.  V. 
Washington,  O.  C,  February  11,  1910. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  in  that  letter  of  instructions  \* 
Sheridan  had  from  Mr.  Schwartz,  a  copy  of  which  was  giv« 
didn't  Mr.  Schwartz  say  this  in  reference  to  that  work,  afl 
ing  of  his  appreciation  of  your  painstaking  and  careful  ^ 
this:  "At  the  same  time,  the  proper  and  expeditious  detej 
of  the  field  investigations  at  present  devolve  primarily  up< 
and  I  am  responsible  for  the  result ;"  isn't  that  in  that 
instructions  from  Mr.  Schwartz  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  want  to  ask  you  if,  in  point  of 
attitude  of  Mr.  Schwartz  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Dennet 
time  with  respect  to  these  claims  was  not  this,  that  they 
the  evidence  was  making  out  a  case,  that  the  claims  shoul 
celed  and  disallowed?  Did  you  not  know  that  they  en 
that  opinion  all  the  time  with  reference  to  this  Cunningha] 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  did  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  believed  that  they  knew  the  ne< 
a  field  examination. 

Mr.  Graham.  Now,  which  question  is  that  an  answer  to 
are  two  questions.     Which  one  did  you  answer  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  they  believed  the  evidence  was  ma 
the  cases  ? 

(The  stenographer  repeats  the  question,  as  follows:) 

Now,  1  want  to  ask  you  if,  in  point  of  fact,  the  attitude  of  Mr.  Schwa 
CommisHioner  Dennett  all  this  time  with  respect  to  these  claims  was  not 
they  believed  the  evidence  was  making  out  a  case  and  that  the  claims  she 
celed  and  disallowed 

Mr.  Graham.  He  answered  to  that.  I  think  his  answei 
the  last  question. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  they  thought  the  evidence 
ing  out  a  case.     I  understood  the  question  asked  whether  it  ^ 
out.     They  knew  we  were  trying  to  make  out  a  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  was  the  attitude  of  these  officers  I  was  g 
not  whether  the  evidence  had  been  completed  or  not;  and  t 
may  be  no  confusion  I  will  bring  it  out  clearly,  Mr.  Glavis, 
Mr.  Commissioner  Dennett  and  Mr.  Schwartz,  the  chief  of 
service,  who  had  examined  and  considered  the  evidence  w 
had  gathered,  were  of  the  opinion  that  a  case  was  being  ] 
for  the  cancellation  of  the  Cunningham  claims — was  that  n< 

Mr.  Brandeis.  To  what  time  do  you  refer,  Mr.  Vertrees '( 

Mr.  Vertrees.  This  first  report,  and  the  time  he  made  1 
with  reference  to  the  Cunningham  journal,  which  was  in  Ma 
it?     April,  1909. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  they  thought  I  was  making  o 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  they  not  so  express  themselves  to  yo 
than  one  communication  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  they  did.  I  think  they  referred  t 
several  communications:  I  do  not  recall  the  dates  of  them 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  result  was  that  the  onlv  point  of  < 
arose  between  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz — this  gentleman  who  i 
responsible  for  the  results — merely  as  to  the  manner  in  v 
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evidence  should  be  covered,  and  that  arose  in  the  summer  of  1909, 
difi  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Air.  Vebtrees.  And  to  state  that — and  you  will  correct  me  if  I 
state  it  incorrectly — you  are  of  the  opinion  that  you  should  not  proceed 
with  the  further  examination  of  witnesses  until  you  have  received 
ttie  report  of  the  field  examinations  in  Alaska,  which  were  then  being 
conducted  and  which  would  defer  the  case  in  the  taking  of  these 
depositions  a  few  weeks — six,  if  I  remember  correctly.  That  was 
your  view,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  You  put  in  there,  Mr.  Vertrees,  in  the  question,  further 
examination  of  the  witnesses.  There  had  been  no  examination  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  if  you  prefer  that,  examination  of  witnesses. 
I  want  to  know  whether  there  had  been  any  or  not.  The  essential 
idea  that  I  am  getting  at  is,  your  view  was  that  the  examination  of 
the  witnesses  in  America  should  be  postponed  until  you  had  the 
reports  from  Alaska  as  to  the  field  examination. 
Mr.  Glavis.  In  the  summer  of  1909,  do  30U  mean ? 
Mr.  Vertrees.  I  think  it  was;  yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  told  Mr.  Sheridan  that  there  were  two  or 
three  people  that  I  had  to  get  affidavits  from  and  I  would  do  that 
before  the  experts  got  back  from  Alaska. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  V.'ell,  that  was  a  question  between  you  and  Mr. 
Sheridan,  Mr.  Glavis.  What  I  am  getting:  at  now  is  as  to  the  atti- 
tude of  yourself  and  the  office  here.  Mr.  Schwartz  was  the  man  you 
communicated  with  principally,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  the  commissioner;  most  of  our  communica- 
tions were  directed  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office, 
but  I  think  neither  of  us  understand  one  another  as  to  the  taking  of 
evidence.  Do  you  mean  the  actual  hearings  or  the  affidavits?  I 
refer  to  the  affidavits. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  refer  to  the  affidavits? 
Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  have  in  your  communication  there  spoken 
of  hearing,  and  we  had  that  up  the  other  day.  I  understood  you  to 
mean  by  hearing  the  taking  of  depositions  of  the  witnesses  before 
the  commissioner  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  actual  trial  of  the  case.  As  1  under- 
stood your  question,  you  said  the  taking  of  evidence,  and  I  thought 

you  meant  the  securing  of  their  affidavits 

Mr.  Vertrees.  V»Tait  one  moment.  Now  you  say  the  actual  trial 
of  the  case;  as  I  understand,  the  case  was  to  be  tried  by  the  commis- 
sioner— I  mean  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office.  Is 
that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  he 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Wait  a  moment.  Now  you  propose  though  to 
have  what  you  call  hearings;  that  is,  taking  of  evidence  before  a  spe- 
cial commissioner  appointed  to  take  it;  is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  is  not  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
Land  Office.  They  designated  a  commissioner,  a  special  commissioner, 
to  take  evidence  around  different  parts  of  the  country,  and  that  is 
the  taking  of  that  evidence  by  this  special  commissioner  is  what  I 
call  the  actual  trial  of  the  case. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  am  getting  at,  and  I  do  not  mean. 
Mr.  Glavis.  of  course,  whether  you  individually  or  you  collectively, 
but  I  merely  wanted  to  understand  the  proposition  and  the  procedure, 
that  you  were  going  to  take  the  evidence  before  a  commissioner 
appointed  to  hear  the  witnesses,  and  he  would  write  it  down.  Is  that 
not  correct  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  take  testimony. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  you  call  hearings  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  After  he  did  that  and  had  those  hearings,  then  the 
evidence  was  to  be  transmitted  to  the  commissioner  who  was  going 
to  try  the  case.     Is  that  right  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  is  practically  the  trial.  The  commis- 
sioner would  then  decide  the  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Which  commissioner? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  would 
decide  the  case. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at. 

Air.  Glavis.  That  is  what  we  call  the  trial,  the  officer  before  whom 
they  take  the  testimony.     We  always  call  that  the  trial. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  he  did  not  consider  the  evidence  and  report 
and  decide  on  it — that  is,  the  man  who  took  these  depositions  at 
those  hearings  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  took  the  testimony  and  decided  it  on  points  of 
law  and  objections,  and  then  submitted  the  testimony  after  it  was 
written  up  to  the  commissioner  for  decision. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  you  did  not  want  these  hearings,  these  depo- 
sitions taken  bv  that  commissioner,  to  go  on  until  you  had  heard 
from  Alaska;  that  was  your  position? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  Mr.  Schwartz's  position  was  that  he  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  to  delay  for  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  that  was  the  only  difference  between  you  at 
that  time,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  Mr.  Sheridan  was  sent  out  in  that  situation 
and  Mr.  Sheridan  reported  that  he  thought  your  view  was  the  cor- 
rect one? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  Mr.  Sheridan's  report  was  accepted  ? 

Air.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  acted  upon,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was.  I  can  not  say  whether 
his  was  accepted  or  not.  The  Land  Office  did  not  take  that  action. 
They  took  that  action  after  that  report  wras  received  and  after  the 
Forest  Service  had,  through  Secretary  Wilson,  asked  for  a  con- 
tinuance. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  they  not  reply  both  to  Secretary  Wilson,  of  the 
Agricultural  Department,  and  also  to  the  commissioner,  and  also  to 
Mr.  Sheridan,  that  it  would  be  deferred,  according  to  Sheridan's 
report  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  I  recall  such  correspondence. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Mr.  Vertrees,  that  letter  to  Secretary  Wilson,  I 
think,  does  not  say  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  call  attention  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Schwartz  to 
Special  Agent  Sheridan  on  page  282  of  the  list  of  letters — page  535 
of  Senate  document,  in  which  he  says: 

I* — HHS.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  August  S,  1909. 
Mr.  James  M.  Sheridan, 

Special  Agent,  G.  L.  0.t  Seattle,  Washington. 
Sir:  I  bav?  vour  letter  of  the  27th  ultimo,  in  reference  to  the  status  of  investigation 
involving  the  Cunningham  group  of  coal  entries  in  Alaska,  and  note  your  opinion  that 
a  proper  presentation  of  this  case  will  necessarily  await  return  of  Special  Agents 
Kennedy  and  Stoner  from  Alaska,  and  that  it  is  expected  the  taking  of  testimony  may 
begin  on  October  15. 

I  concur  in  your  letter,  and  you  will  continue  in  charge  of  the  case  and  bring  it  to 
such  state  of  completion  as  will  enable  the  Government  to  properly  present  all  the 
facts.  In  the  meantime  this  office  will  arrange  for  stipulation  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Cunningham  group  for  the  taking  of  testimony  before  a  commissioner 
and  for  the  consolidation  of  all  the  claims,  as  to  which  matter  you  are  directed  to  reply 
to  my  telegram  of  July  16,  1909,  to  Mr.  Glavis,  requesting  the  names  of  the  towns  and 
the  order  in  which  it  is  desired  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  take  testimony,  which 
telegram  Mr.  Glavis  has  neglected  to  answer. 
Respectfully,  # 

(Signed)  fl.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner. 
OWN. 

And  I  call  attention  to  the  communication  on  page  279  of  the  list 
of  letters,  being  a  communication  from  Mr.  Pierce,  Acting  Secretary, 
as  follows: 

II.  S.  B.  ECF 

Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  July  *9/09. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Sir:  Replying  to  your  letters  of  July  21  and  24,  1909,  requesting  delay  in  holding 
hearings  involving  coal-land  entries  in  the  Cunningham  group,  Juneau,  Alaska,  land 
district,  1  have  to  advise  you  that  this  department  will  gladly  cooperate  with  your 
department  in  obtaining  the  material  facts  with  reference  to  these  claims  and  will 
take  proper  action  when  the  reports  are  received.  However,  these  entries  have  now 
been  suspended  for  three  years,  and  it  is  important  that  very  early  action  be  had 
relative  thereto,  not  only  because  of  the  personal  interests  of  the  claimants,  but  of 
the  vital  importance,  both  to  the  people  of  Alaska  and  to  the  Government,  that  some 
portion  of  the  Alaska  coal  deposits  be  available  for  use. 

I  have  therefore  to  request  tnat  the  Forest  Service  be  directed  to  expedite  in  every 
possible  manner  whatever  investigation  it  may  desire  to  make,  and  to  file  its  findings 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Very  respectfully,  (Signed)  Frank  Pierce, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Now,  if  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Glavis,  presuming  somewhat  upon 
what  you  have  said,  when  these  claims  were  clear  listed  in  the  first 
instance,  and  you  wrote  in  that  it  should  not  be  done,  it  was  very 
promptly  recalled;  is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  when  you  suggested  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  work  to  be  done  they  put  at  your  command  all  the  force  of 
the  service  that  you  desired;  is  that  not  correct  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  At  what  time  ? 
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Mr  VlKTSIMi  Throughout,  hairing  the  time  when  th 
suspension  I>y  reason  of  a  Inrk  of  appropriation.  Is  that  n 
Mr.  Glai 

Mr  Qj  wis,  Why.  excepting  in  May,  — except  i 

May,  1908.  I  think.     I  believe  at  o1  i  have  u- 

help  than  1  got,  bui  I  do  not  recall  them  now. 

Hi\  Vertrebb,  Were  they  not  all  the  time  offering  ; 
stance  thai  you  needed  in  those  matte; 
iii  w».s.  All  Hie  time I 

Mr  \  i  kneees.  I  do  not  mean  every  day,  of  eourae 

Mr.  Olatis,  I  understand  wlmt  you  raei 

Mi    VerTRRKS     You  hid  tlO  defieieney;  there  Wla  no  tad 
ere  I 

Mr,  (Ilavjs    Yes,  sir;  in  the  work  m  Oregon,  1 1 1  *  *  forca  » 
in  Oregon  kept  ua  busy  these  nil  during  that  time, 
fore i ■  rk  out. 

\h                                   not  already  said  Hum  no  ban 
by  j             rf  the  delay  to  the  *  lovernment.  in  point  of  feel 
\  is.  Prom  Ootoberl    From  toe  Time 

Mr,  Yi  irnn  is.  At  any  ti; 

Mr.  (.ii. wis.  No:  I  do  not  think  there  ha-  been  any  ban 
whrii  harm  oouid  nave  been  dona  in  May,  1908,  wae  cum 
other  developments  in  1909  when  I  started  in  to  investigal 

Mr.  Yektrees.  Bo  no  barm  resulted  from  that.     That 
is  it  ? 

Mr  -ir. 

Vektbi  it  not  true  that  throughout  the  olliee 

iiputhy  with  you  and  had  your  confidence,  and  you 
ndence,  nnd  they  so  expressed  it? 

Mr   I'm.  wis.   Yes  sir;  1  think  so, 

Mr.  Vkrtrkes.  They  complimented  you  on  your  aeiioi 
matters,  did  they  not  I 

Mr.  Glayis.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Yicu  i  in  i> .  And  did  they  not  the  opiB 

that  your  work  had  been  efficient,  that  you  had  shown  thai 
ningham  group  of  claims  were  unlawful  and  they  felt  eou( 
the  Government  would  succeed  i  Was  not  thai  the  express 
when  any  expression  was  given  I 

Mr.  Bkaxdeis.  I  suppose  you  mean  by  offr  rsona  i 

Mr.  Ballingerl 

Mr,  Vrrthees,  I  cnean  (host'  that  he  was  writing  toj 
say,  the  chief,  Mr.  Schwartz,  nnd  the  commissioner,  Mr   l>< 
superiors;  that  w  correct,  is  it  I 

Sir.  (ilavis.  Yes.  sir 

Mr,  Yertiu  i ■:-.    Lnd    when   Mr.   Sheridan  it    out 

Sheridan  concurred  with  you,  thej    verj    prompt  I  \ 
decision   with  reference  to  that    mutter,   notwithstam 
patience  they  had   manifested   before  at  your  delay.     la 
trust 

Mr   (Ilavis.  No,  sir;  I  ronld  not  say  that  that  wa 
Sheridan's  tetter  was  dated 

Mr.  Graham.  You  wit]  find  Sheridi  report  w 

«>f  the  list 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  Sheridan's  report  concurring  in  my  views 
was  July  27,  and  on  July  29  Acting  Secretary  Pierce  wrote  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  in  reply  to  their  letters  of  July  21  and  July  24. 
requesting  delay  in  holding  hearings  of  the  Cunningham  group,  ana 
agreeing  to  do  so. 

Mr.  James.  Was  that  not  before  they  received  Sheridan's  letter  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  Sheridan's  letter  could  not  have  gotten 
from  Seattle,  Wash. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  not  Mr.  Dennett  send  in  September — he  was 
out  there  at  that  time,  was  he  not — and  did  he  not  send  in  a  telegram 
suggesting  then  that  Mr.  Sheridan  was  then  going  over  the  matter, 
and  whether  or  not  they  ought  to  be  delayed,  and  if  so,  he  advised  it, 
or  was  specific  about  it;  I  call  your  attention  to  telegram  which 
appears  on  page  265  of  the  list  of  orders  dated  July  26  and  in  which 
Mr.  Dennett,  commissioner,  being  at  Seattle,  telegraphed  Mr. 
Schwartz,  acting  commissioner,  as  follows: 

[Received  at  182ch  xa  g  86  Collect  OR.    Bx Seattle,  Wash.,  July  26.    Answered  (pencil).] 

July  26,  1909. 
H.  H.  Schwartz, 

Acting  Asst.  Commr.,  General  Land  Of c,  Washn.j  D.  C: 

Sheridan  concurs  in  advisability  waiting  arrival  of  Kennedy  and 

Stoner  from  Alaska.     Could  proceed  to  trial  October  fifteenth  and 

make  report  other  cases  after  trial  present  case.     Other  alternative, 

recall  Kennedy  and  Stoner  from  Alaska  after  examination  claims  in 

auestion  without  examining  other  claims.  Latter  course  hardly 
esirable.  If  concurred  in,  return  Phillips  and  Smith  to  Denver. 
Glavis  reports  ability  overtake  his  work  first  of  year.  No  necessity 
for  you  to  come. 

Dennett,  Commissioner, 

[Mr.  Murphy  (pencil).] 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  means,  does  it  not,  that  if  he  concurred  in 
that  advice  of  Sherdian's  that  the  matter  be  postponed,  that  he  would 
return  Phillips  and  Smith,  who  had  been  summoned  there  together? 

Mr.  James.  Look  at  the  telegram  just  above  that — Seattle,  Wash., 
July  26.  It  seems  to  bear  the  same  date  and  is  directed  to  Schwartz 
by  Dennett. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  will  notice,  Mr.  James,  at  the  end  of  it  there 
is  a  notation,  "This  telegram  dictated  but  not  sent." 

Mr.  James.  I  noticed  that,  but  I  think  it  ought  to  be  read  there.  It 
is  as  follows: 

Sheridan  is  going  over  the  cases;  two  assistants  arrived.  If  Sheridan's  recommen- 
dation to  postpone  until  November  there  is  nothing  here  for  assistants.  Advise  par* 
ties  postponed  on  request  of  forestry.    It  may  be  for  the  best  after  all,  as  I  will  explain. 

Dennett. 

The  Chairman.  That  appears  not  to  have  been  sent. 

Mr.  James.  I  say  it  was  not  sent. 

Mr.  Graham.  But  it  shows  the  knowledge  that  Mr.  Dennett  had 
in  his  mind  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  shows  knowledge  of  the  Forester  that  Sheridan 
was  then  going  over  the  cases  and  did  not  know  what  it  would  result 
in;  that  the  two  assistants  had  arrived.  I  suppose  he  means  Phillips 
and  Smith,  those  men  mentioned  in  the  next  telegram  of  the  same  date 
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It  says  that  if  Sheridan's  recommendation  to  postpone  to 
was  concurred  in  thev  would  not  need  those  assistants, 
gest  it  shows  he  is  relying  on  Sheridan,!s  recommendation. 

Mr.  James.  It  directs  specificially  there,   "Advise   pa 
poned  on  request  of  Forestry  "  right  following  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  it  says,   "May  be  best   after  all. 


explain." 

Senator  Flint. 
witness. 

Mr.  Brandeis. 

Mr.  Vertrees. 


Mr.  Chairman,  T  suggest  that  we  heai 


Is  there  any  question  pending  ? 
At  any  rate,  at  that  time,  Mr.  Glavis, 
gestion  was  agreed  to  by  Mr.  Schwartz,  by  Mr.  Dennett, 
body,  by  Mr.  Pierce,  by  all  of  them,  whether  it  was  at  yo 
or  tne  Forester's  request,  or  Mr.  Sheridan's  report;  that  ' 
was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  they  did  continue  the  hearin 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  what  I  want  you  to  do,  in  view  of  t 
is  to  state  the  particular  fact,  that  is,  the  particular  offi 
any  one  of  these  gentlemen  that  you  say  shows  a  derelicti 
and  a  lack  of  good  faith  in  his  action. 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  this  connection? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Throughout;  either  one  of  these  off 
Schwartz,  Mr.  Dennett,  Mr.  Pierce,  or  Mr.  Ballinger,  all 
have  mentioned  along  there — speaking  now  of  their  officia 
regard  to  this  matter;  and  I  want  you  to  point  out  to  this 
the  act  which  you  say  shows  bad  faith  on  the  part  of  the 
ment  officers. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is,  in  regard  to  the  Alaska  coal  case.* 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Taking  it  up  out  of  order  a  little  bit — I 
telegram  of  July  23,  1909,  on  page  260,  from  Dennett,  con 
to  H.  II.  Schwartz,  acting  assistant  commissioner,  Gei 
Office.   Washington,   D.  C: 

Secretary  desires  to  refrain  from  any  action  in  proceedings  in  Alas) 
I  authorize  you  to  recommend  to  Acting  Secretary  Pierce  to  acquiesce 
Forestry  not  to  set  cases  for  hearing  immediately. 

So  from  that  it  shows  that  the  action  was  taken  post 
healings,  I  think,  upon  request  of  the  Forestry  Servic 
upon  th<l  request  of  the 

The  Chairman.  But  that  does  not  answer  the  question 
tion  as  to  what  involved  bad  faith.  Did  that  telegram  u 
faith  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  has  been  stated  that  the  action  was  take 
report  of  Mr.  Sheridan,  and  I  wanted  to  show  that  it  wa 
also — of  course  the  question,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  at 
asked  me  calls  for  a  whole  explanation  of  the  facts  as  I  ha 
them,  and  which  I  did  for  his  benefit  when  I  first  came  on 
and  of  course  I  will  try  to  repeat  them.  I  might,  if  you  wis! 
time  add  the  fact  that  my  answer  to  those  would  be  the  san: 
you  in  the  opening  part  of  the  cross-examination,  withou 
what  I  have  said. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  Mr.  Glavis,  you  have  brouglv 
tion  in  of  that  telegram  out  there.  Was  not  this  the  situ 
that  Mr.  Ballinger  and  Mr.  Dennett  were  both  out  in  the  ¥ 
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attention  to  page  244  of  the  list,  the  telegram  of  July  16  from  you  to 
the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  vou  being  at  Seattle,  in 
which  you  say  that  you  have  conferred  with  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior and — 

he  suggests  I  wire  vou  and  ask  if  my  report  of  July  8  and  telegram  July  6  was  considered 
before  you  sent  telegram  this  date.  In  view  recommendations  stated  in  reports  above 
referred  to,  it  will  be  difficult  to  comply  with  your  telegram  unless  you  desire  hearing 
proceed  without  further  investigation.  *  * 

Now,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  what  you  mention  there  is  a  suggestion  of 
Secretary  Ballinger  in  the  interest  of  what  you  desired  to  have  done  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  \es,  sir;  it  is  a  step  taken  in  the  right  direction. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is,  it  was  not  against  what  you  desired,  or  to 
thwart  you,  but  to  aid  you.  It  came,  moreover,  in  the  form  of  a 
suggestion  he  made  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  was  no  order  in  the  matter  whatever  i 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  Mr.  Dennett,  being  at  Seattle,  also  tele- 
graphed Mr.  Ballinger  on  the  subject — he  was  not  at  Seattle.  This, 
telegram  is  not  dated  at  Seattle. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Dennett  was  at  Seattle  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Where  was  Mr.  Ballinger  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  At  Hermiston,  Oreg. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  was  in  Oregon  (i 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  This  telegram  that  I  call  your  attention  to 

Senator  Root.  Look  at  page  244  of  the  list. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  dated  July  17,  1909,  and  is  at  the  bottom  of 
page  244,  and  say  if  Mr.  Dennett,  being  at  Seattle,  did  not  then 
telegraph  to  Secretary  Ballinger,  Mr.  Ballinger  being  at  Hermiston, 
Oreg.,  as  follows: 

Advise  telegraphing  Schwartz  authorizing  him  delay  issuing  notices  in  important 
ra*«es  subject  our  talk  here  until  Sheridan  can  examine  evidence  collected. 

Is  not  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  if  on  July  23 — you  will  please 
look  at  page  259  of  the  list — Mr.  Ballinger  did  not  reply  to  that  as 
follows,  to  Mr.  Dennett: 

Considering  my  personal  reluctance  to  direct  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  casey,  you 
should  make  necessary  directions  to  Schwartz. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  so  far  as  you  know  out  there,  Mr.  Glavis,  is 
not  this  true,  that  Mr.  Ballinger' s  only  action  was  the  suggestion  made 
to  you  which  was  in  the  interest  of  what  you  desired,  and  can  you 
name  any  other  act  out  there  contrary  to  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  telegram  of  July  17,  1909,  that  Dennett 
sent  him  shows  they  had  discussed  the  cases,  for  Dennett  does  not 
even  mention  the  Cunningham  case.  It  says  "authorizing  him 
delay  issuing  notices  in  important  cases,  subject  our  talk  here." 
And  Mr.  Ballinger  in  his  reply  of  July  23  knew  what  case  it  was. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Had  not  Mr.  Deimett  gone  to  Mr.  Ballinger  out 
there  before  he  left  Seattle  and  complained  of  your  attitude  toward 
him;  was  not  that  the  conversation  they  had  and  the  one  referred  to? 
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Mr  liiwi-  \nh  sir;  I  <in  imt  think  so;  I  do  nc 
did,  Im i  Mr.  lVnnrn  1  do  not  think  Mr.  Dennetts 
Seattle  u  hell  hi:  first  arrived — let  me  see,  now — 3 
think  Dennett-  well  il  was  just,  about  ike  day  he 
Ballingcr  went  away,  and  I  didn't  think  we  hud  euc 
trouble  then*  The  lime  Mr.  Dennett  was  so  won 
gave  him  the  tetter  of  July  26. 

Ifr  Well,  that  answers  it,     Now  I  wa 

the  question  ire  left  a  while  ago,  mid  I  want  you  to 
mittce  the  otJicial  act     in  this  whole  matter,  from  ti 
iv  BaJUnger,  in  this  whole  matter — that  vou 
faith  071  his  part* 

Mr.  Beakdeis,  ^i  uii  riiOMii  i<i  include  in  the 
1  'omission '  -  -acts  or  onii 

Mr.  Veiitkkes,  I  did  nni  mean  t<>  include  it,  but 
will  include  it  later,  but  not  now. 

Mr.  Bka\ih-;i>.   woJ  now, 

Mr.  I  am  asking  about  the  official  ad 

when  he  w*a  Secretary,  What  act  in  regard  to  this 
you  have  rone  over  it  ami  stated  it,  wee  there  tl 

showed  had  faith  on  his  part  1 

Mr.  (ii.avis.  Then  I  will  have  to  if  you  want  m 
again.  I  will  do  iL 

Mr.  Vfjitheks.  Perhaps  you  do  not   understand 
mean  to  ask  you  what  proofs  or  how  many  things 
together  to  prove  it;  that  was  nnt  my  question:  i*u 
particular  act  on  hi*  part  which  vou  Bay  in  itself,  to 
extent,  tends  to  prove  and  establish  bad  faith  on  his 
of  the  Interior  in  regard  to  this  matter, 

Mr.  (iLAVis.  You  do  not  want  all  the  acts;  you  jusl 
that  it  I 

Mr.  Yertrees.  Vou  understand  my  quest  inn,  I 
question  is  very  clear.  I  am  not  asking  you  as  to  i 
you  would  give  to  the  whole,  but  as  to  what  olficial  t 
Mr,  Bnllinger  that  you  say  in  itself  and  taken  b; 
extent,  great  or  small,  tends  to  show  bad  faith  and  ol 
on  his  part 1 

Mr.  Glayis.  While  he  was  commissioner  or  while  1 

Mr.  Vertrees.  While  lie  was  Secretary,  that  is  wl 
name  it:  don't  try  to  tell  what  it  was.  1  will  com 
next  question.     Just  name  the  act;  that  is  what  I  a 

Mr,  G  la  vis.  Well,  his  act  in  reference  to  the  sendi 
for  decision;  I  will  ^ive  that  one. 

Mr.  Vehtkees.  Tlou  mean  to  Mr.  Pierce,  do  you? 

Mr  (ilavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now  give  me  the  next  one  t 
improper  I 

\lr.  Glavis  ret m iv  I 

Mr.  Veutrees.  Yes;  as  Secretary. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  by  that,  Mr.  (ilavis,  the 
to  Mr.  Fierce  for  an  opinion,  was  that  what  you  refe 

Mr.  Gi.avis.  Yes,  sir;  not  sending  it  to  the  Attorn 
had  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  then,  what  is  the  next  one  you  say  tends  to 
show  bad  faith  on  his  part  as  Secretary  of  the  Interior  with  reference 
to  the  Cunningham  matter  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  only  of  the  Cunningham  case,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Anything  else  you  know.  I  do  not  restrict  you 
to  that. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Also  at  that  conference  on  May  16  and  17  that  Mr. 
Schwartz  and  Mr.  Dennett,  Mr.  Ballinger,  and  myself  had  in  his  office, 
in  which  he  told  me  not  to  notify  the  Congressman  involved  in  the 
Green  group. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  else  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  trying  to  get  them  in  their  order.  I  think  also 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Ballinger,  while  not  officially  appearing  to  be  guiding 
and  directing  the  investigation  in  these  Alaska  coal  cases,  the  fact 
that  he  did  do  it  indirectly,  as  it  was  found  necessary  to  consult  him 
and  get  his  consent  to  continue  them,  would  indicate  that  to  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  do  you  refer  to  there  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  the  conferences  and  Mr.  Schwartz's  telegram  to 
Mr.  Dennett,  that  he  thinks  it  ought  to  be  done,  and  Mr.  Dennett's 
telegram  to  Mr.  Ballinger  advising  him  of  the  contemplated  action. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  mean,  then,  out  West  there  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  now,  what  is  the  next  one  that  you  say,  to 
your  mind — the  specific  fact  that  to  a  greater  or  less  extent  to  your 
thinking  and  to  your  mind  shows  improper  conduct,  official  conauct, 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Ballinger — of  all  these  things  that  you  have 
mentioned? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Those  are  all  that  I  can  think  of  right  now;  that  is, 
while  he  was  Secretary. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  We  will  get  to  the  other  presently — when  he  was 
commissioner — I  want  to  classify  them.  Now,  of  all  the  things  that 
you  have  mentioned  and  testified  to,  the  facts,  the  only  three  that  to 
your  mind  carry  any  evidence  great  or  weak  as  to  official  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  Secretary  Ballinger,  as  described  here,  are  these 
three 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  can  not  think  of  all  of  them  just  offhand  to 
give  them.  In  order  for  me  to  be  fair  I  would  have  to  go  through  the 
record  during  those  dates  and  pick  out  any  other  documentary 
evidence  that  may  appear.  Those  things  just  occur  to  me  now.  Now, 
another  thing  that  occurs  to  me  since  you  asked  me  is  the  fact  that 
when  I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  on  July  16  that  they  were  going 
ahead,  and  his  knowing  the  conditions  and  the  situation  in  the 
Cunningham  group,  knowing  the  prominence  of  the  people  and  the 
fact  that  they  had  a  lot  of  monev,  and  put  up  a  harcl  fignt,  and  the 
fact  that  the  Land  Office  had  ordered  me  to  go  ahead,  in  view  of  my 
report,  I  think  that  instead  of  the  proper  actiont  an  action  that  a  man 
should  take,  having  the  best  interests  of  the  Government  at  heart, 
or  what  a  man  would  do  if  he  was  protecting  his  own  property  and 
had  the  authority  to  do  it,  would  have  been  to  direct  a  telegram  to  be 
sent  telling  them  not  to  have  the  hearings  until  the  field  examination 
was  concluded. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  I  am  trying  to  get  you  to  state  those  things 
that  have  significance,  Mr.  Glavis,  then  if  there  be  anything  that 
tends  to  reflect  upon  an  official  of  the  importance  of  the  Secretary  of 
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the  Interior  and  show  that  he  has  been  guilty  of  bad  fai 
duct  that  has  not  recurred  in  searching  through — for  y 
on  this  matter  to  get  it  up — now,  I  want  you  to  state 
particular  fact,  and  by  fact  I  mean  official  act  on  his  p 
stated  three,  or  rather  you  have  stated  one  of  omission 
four,  and  three  of  commission.  Now,  is  there  any 
thing,  official  act  of  his,  which  to  your  mind  occurs  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  do  not  recall  any  now. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  the  one  you  have  stated  her 
omission,  which  you  have  suggested  yourself,  is  that  w 
to  him  and  told  him  they  were  wanting  a  trial  of  this 
thought  he  ought  to  interfere,  and  he  informed  you  t 
want  to — is  that  your  statement? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  don't  you  know  as  a  mattei 
both  to  you  and  to  Mr.  Moore,  the  representative  of  th< 
group,  and  everybody  else,  that  Mr.  Ballinger  had  re 
any  action  in  the  matter,  offical  action — that  he  had  t 
Mr.  Pierce,  his  first  assistant,  this  matter  because  he  ha 
some  of  the  Cunningham  people? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  On  the  contrary,  I  do  not  thii 
ment  is  true. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  what  did  he  do? 

Mr.  Glavis.  lie  had  that  conference  with  Mr.  Den 
Schwartz  and  myself  in  May. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  had  a  conference,  but  was  not 
once  a  general  conference  on  the  subject  of  the  whole 
tion,  without  regard  to  any  particular  thing? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  but  he  referred,  you  must  remen 
than  the  Cunningham  group. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  am  asking  you  now  is  with 
this  Cunningham  **roup,  for  this  is  the  one  in  which  you 
to  have  stopped  tne  transaction;  that  is  the  one  you  sa; 
ought  to  have  interposed. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  only  statement  1 
but  you  can  readily  see  that  his  action  in  regard  to  th 
sion  as  affecting  the  Green  group  of  claims,  which  he 
attorney  brought  under  the  act  of  May  28,  1908,  would 
to  his  action  as  a  public  servant  in  connection  with  his 
attorney  for  the  claimants. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  was  his  pos 
Secretary  he  found  many  thousands  of  claims  that  were 
needed  investigation  in  the  Land  Office,  something  li 
twenty  thousand — 34,000  cases  in  all;  and  that  he  stat 
must  be  done,  and  he  gave  general  instructions  and  mac 
ilon't  you  know  that  is  so? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Without  regard  to  any  cases? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Don't     yon    know    that    there    wen 
Alaska  coal   claims,  and   that   there  had  not  been  a 
in  the  Alaska  fields? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  And  of  those  nine  hundred  a  good  many  were 
impatient ;  that  the  Cunningham  group,  so  far  as  that  was  concerned, 
were  the  first,  and  that  they  had  paid  their  money,  and  that  Mr. 
Ballinger,  while  he  was  out  of  office — that  is,  between  the  time  he 
was  commissioner  and  Secretary — represented  some  of  them  as  an 
attorney  in  some  respects;  you  knew  that  to  be  so,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes;  I  understood  he  represented  all  of  them. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  all  of  them.  So  that  when  he  came  in  as 
Secretary,  while  he  took  charge  of  the  land  situation  in  general,  and 
of  the  coal  fields,  he  gave  general  directions  for  the  expediting  of  these 
cases,  and  he  especially  refused  to  make  any  order  whatsoever  in  the 
Cunningham  cases.     Don't  you  know  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  heard  he  did,  but  I  heard  he  first  acknowledged  to 
us,  to  Mr.  Dennett  and  Mr.  Schwartz  and  myself ,  and  later  after  a  con- 
ference,-the  same  day  to  me  that  he  would  take  this  action  in  sending 
this  letter  to  the  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  the  action  was  simply  to  send  the  letter  to  the 
Attorney-General  to  take  his  opinion  on  the  act  of  1908,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  don't  you  know  that  the  Cunningham  people 
refused  to  act  under  the  act  of  1908  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  refused  June  29,  1909,  but 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  you  were  not  officially  informed  before  that; 
that  they  had  refused  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Why  don't  you  let  him  complete  his  answer? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Because  he  is  putting  in  a  "but"  there  that  to  my 
thinking  they  did  not  make. 

Mr.  Graham.  I  would  like  to  pass  my  judgment  on  it  and  see 
whether  it  is  or  not  that  way. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  after  the  decision  of  the  Attorney-General 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Had  you  not  been  informed  before  that  letter 
from  Mr.  Schwartz  that  the  office  was  unofficially  informed  that  they 
were  going  to  do  that  very  thing  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  in  point  of  fact  does  not  the  Attorney- 
General's  opinion  show  when  it  did  come  that  the  very  notes  you 
6ut  to  him  in  terms  excluded  every  case  of  that  class  to  which  the 
unningham  group  belonged  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No^sir;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Does  not  the  Attorney-General  say  so  and  so  decide 
whether  it  is  correct  or  not,  whether  or  not  that  is  the  decision  of  the 
Attorney-General  of  the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  The  Cunningham  what  ?    What  was  the  statement  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  know  what  I  said.  Read  it.  In  that  con- 
nection, before  you  read  it,  look  at  page  804  of  the  Senate  document 
and  see  if  the  Attorney-General  does  not  make  this  statement: 

That  the  letter  submitting  the  question  to  the  Attorney-General,  the  form  of  which 
was  prepared  by  Mr.  Schwartz  in  conference  with  Glavis  and  was  in  part  suggested  by 
him,  by  its  very  terms  excludes  any  possible  reference  to  the  Cunningham  claims. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  says  that,  but  he  does  not  take  up  the 
other  facts  connected  with  the  law,  like  taking  it  up  personally  with 
the  Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  have  not  got  to  that  yet.  I  am  on  this  question 
you  are  talking  about  now.     Now  I  will  call  your  attention  to  page 
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197  of  the  list  of  orders,  and  especially  to  a  letter  of  Governor  Moore, 
who  represented  the  Cunningham  claimants,  page  197,  a  letter  dated 
May  22,  a  letter  to  Mr.  R.  A.  Ballinger.  The  letter  is  written  by  Mr. 
Moore,  the  representative  of  himself  and  other  claimants  of  the  Cun- 
ningham group,  in  which  he  says  this  to  the  Secretary: 

letter  op  miles  c.  moore  to  secretary  balling rr,  may  22,  1909. 

The  New  Willard, 
Washington,  D.  C.y  May  ft,  1909. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  had  hoped  to  see  you  again  before  leaving  the  city,  but  realize  that 
your  time  is  fully  occupied.  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  proved  a  disappointment, 
and  I  am  going  home  with  a  message  that  will  give  scant  comfort  to  my  associates. 
Your  reasons  for  turning  this  matter  over  to  your  assistant  are  appreciated,  but  we  had 
all  felt  that  when  you  were  named  to  the  position  of  Secretary,  with  your  full  and  com- 
plete knowledge  and  your  sense  of  justice,  that  our  long-delayed  patents  would  be 
forthcoming. 

Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  read  to  me  yesterday  a  letter  recently  addressed  to  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  instructing  him,  in  effect,  to  construe  the 
law  liberally  and  not  to  allow  technicalities  to  obstruct  or  delay  where  important 
interests  were  involved  and  where  no  moral  turpitude  or  fraudulent  intent  was  shown. 
It  now  seems  to  me  in  reviewing  the  situation  that  technicalities  have  been  allowed 
to  govern.  The  entries  in  Cunningham's  memorandum  book,  made  prior  to  the  ex- 
tension of  the  coal-land  laws  to  Alaska,  seem  to  be  the  bugaboo,  although  some  stress 
is  put  upon  the  fact  that  there  was  an  understanding  to  unite  these  claims  after  patent. 
As  you  know,  no  agreement  was  entered  into,  and  if  it  had  been  simply  a  matter  of 
mental  reservation,  while  the  result  would  have  been  the  same,  we  would  not  have 
been  accused  of  violating  the  law.  Both  Mr.  Pierce  and  Mr.  Dennett  admit  there 
was  neither  fraudulent  intent  nor  moral  turpitude  shown.  Patents  are  still  offered 
under  the  new  law,  but  as  no  money  can  be  raised  on  them,  another  year  is  lost  and 
development  delayed.  This  letter  is  not  intended  for  your  official  files,  but  simply 
to  express  the  feeling  of  disappointment  felt  by  myself  and  many  of  your  former 
friends.  If  it  were  possible  to  have  a  reconsideration  of  this  matter  I  am  «ure  it 
would  be  much  appreciated  and  involve  no  one  in  a  censurable  way. 
Very  sincerely, 

Miles  C.  Moore. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  I  would  like  to  ask,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  original 
of  that  letter  and  the  letter  of  May  24  and  the  letter  of  March  17  of 
ex-Governor  Moore,  or  any  other  letters  or  telegrams  from  him  in 
the  possession  of  the  Secretary  or  the  Land  Office  or  on  his  personal 
file,  oe  produced.     I  presume  you  will  be  able  to  do  that. 

Mr.  VEBTBEES.  Yes,  I  have  no  doubt  of  that. 

The  Chairman.  Those  letters  were  in  this  document  here. 

Mr.  Bbandeis.  It  is  the  original  that  I  wish;  I  wish  to  see  the 
original. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  never  seen  the  original 
ones  myself. 

Now,  does  not  that  letter  say  on  its  face,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  the  reason 
why  Mr.  Secretary  Ballinger  had  turned  the  matter  over  to  Mr.  Pierce, 
were  the  personal  reasons  that  he  considered  himself  bound  by  his 
former  associations,  and  that  he  ought  not  to  take  up  the  Cunningham 
matters;  and  does  not  he  also  say  in  the  same  connection  that 
Mr.  Pierce's  decision,  the  one  of  which  you  complain,  has  been  a  dis- 
appointment to  him  too. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  the  decision  I  think  that  Mr.  Moore  refers  to 
there  is  a  decision  that  he  can  not  get — that  they  would  not  issue 
patents  under  the  old  law. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Wellr  let  us  go  a  little  further  and  read.  On  page 
198  is  the  reply  from  Secretary  Ballinger  to  that  letter  of  Mr.  Moore. 
And  this  is  brought  to  my  attention  before  I  asked  you  that  question. 
Does  not  Mr.  Moore,  Governor  Moore,  bring  to  Secretary  Ballinger's 
attention  in  the  letter  of  May  22,  the  fact  tnat  Secretary  Pierce  had 
read  a  letter  recently  addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
Office  giving  him  general  and  broad  instructions  as  to  the  law — the  act 
of  1908 — showing  that  it  did  deal  with  that? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  that  speaks  of  the  May  28  act. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  go  to  your  letter  that  I  called  your  atten- 
tion to,  of  May  24,  1909 — the  letter  of  Mr.  Secretary  Ballinger  to 
Governor  Moore  at  Walla  Walla,  Wash.,  replying  to  the  one  which 
has  just  been  read — and  does  not  the  Secretary  there  say  to  Governor 
Moore : 

letter  of  8ecretary  ballinger  to  mile8  c.  moore,  may  24,  1908. 

179  Department  op  the  Interior, 

Washington,  May  24,  1909. 
Hon.  Miles  C.  Moore, 

Walla  Walla,  Wash. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  May  22,  1909,  expressing  your  disap- 
pointment at  opinion  of  First  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  with  reference  to  what  are 
known  as  the  Cunningham  coal  entries  in  Alaska,  and  stating  that  it  seems  to  you  that 
a  technicality  has  been  allowed  to  govern  rather  than  a  liberal  construction  of  the  law. 

In  reply  I  have  to  advise  you  that  I  can  not  undertake  to  issue  any  order  or  make  any 
ruling  in  the  matter  as  requested  because  of  the  embarrassment  which  would  result 
from  the  fact  that  I  was,  while  not  holding  an  official  position,  called  upon  to  advise 
in  the  matter.  The  case  has,  however,  been  carefully  looked  into,  and  I  wish  to  say 
that,  in  view  of  all  the  facts  now  disclosed,  I  would,  if  I  were  ruling  upon  the  matter, 
hold  that  the  principle  announced  in  the  opinion  of  Judge  Hanford  in  the  case  of 
United  States  v.  Portland  Coal  and  Coke  Company  et  al.,  October  5,  1908,  is  directly 
applicable  to  these  cases,  and  that  if  the  allegations  made  be  proven  patents  can  not 
issue  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  April  28,  1904. 

As  you  have  been  advised,  the  department  is  disposed  to  give  the  coal-land  act  of 
May  28,  1908,  as  liberal  a  construction  as  is  consistent;  and  if  you  and  your  associates 
desire  to  take  advantage  of  that  act  you  should  proceed  in  accordance  with  same  and 
with  circular  of  instructions  of  July  11 ,  1908.  In  this  connection  attention  is  directed 
to  the  paragraph  of  instructions  entitled  "Pending  entries." 
Very  respectfully, 

it.  A.  Balling er,  Secretary. 

Now,  I  call  your  attention  to  Governor  Moore's  reply  to  that,  which 
is  on  page  199  of  the  list  of  orders,  dated  May  24,  written  from  Chi- 
cago to  Mr.  Secretary  Ballinger. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  I  clo  not  think,  Mr.  Vertrees,  that  that  is  a  reply. 
That  is  another  letter  wTitten  before  the  one  just  read  could  have 
been  received. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  think  you  are  correct  about  that,  Mr.  Brandeis. 
It  is  not  a  reply,  but  a  letter,  at  any  rate.  He  says  to  Mr.  Secretary 
Ballinger: 

LETTER   OF  MILES   C.  MOORE  TO   SECRETARY   BALLINGER,  MAY   24,  1909. 

179  Congress  Hotel  and  Annex, 

(also)  Auditorium  Hotel, 

Chicago,  May  24,  1909. 
Hon.  R.  A.  Ballinger, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  I  have  to-day  addressed  a  letter  to  Senator  Jones,  asking  him  to  take 
up  the  matter  of  our  delayed  patents  with  the  President.    Please  do  not  construe 
this  as  meaning  to  go  over  your  head.    Owing  to  the  fact  that  you  were  at  one  time 
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counsel  for  our  people,  you  cau  not  consistently  act.  A^iat&nt  Secretary 
Dot  understand  the  ease  very  well,  and  has  been  influenced  by  Glacis,  i 
done  eome  disreputable  things  and  become  involved  in  a  controversy  wi 
ham,  is  prejudiced  and  want*  vindication.  The  commissioner  natural 
keep  the  record  of  his  office  clear  and  avoid  responsibility.  The  Preside.!] 
is  our  only  hope,  and  we  are  appealing  to  him  through  Senator  Jonr 
Please  do  what  you  can  consistently  for  us. 
Very  truly, "your*, 

(Signed)  Miles  C 

Now,  on  page  204,  did  not  Secretary  Ballinger  reply  to  1 
home  in  Walla  Walla,  Wash,,  under  date  of  May  27,  1909, « 

letter  of  ettbetary  ralun'ger  to  miles  c+  moore,  may  27,  1 

179  Secretary's  Offici 

Department  of  the  Inte 

Washington!  D.  C .,  \hn 

My  Dear  Bra:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  May  24,  addressed  to  me  fr< 

in  which  yon  criticif»e  the  action  of  Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  aad  Cb 

Division  Glavis  in  connection  with  the  Cunningham  coal  entries,  I  can  oj 

what  I  have  heretofore  Ptatcil  u*  you,  that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  di 

officers  to  whom  these  mat  ten  have  been  assigned,  particularly  in  vien 

that  I  feel  some  embarrassment  on  the  ground  of  having  heretofore  a. 

people  before  I  became  Secret u ry  of  t he  I  n  terii »r ,     I  believe  your  criticism 

ran  ted  t  hut  have  myself  taken  this  matter  up  with  the  President  ami  th 

General,  so  that  the  action  of  this  department  will  probably  be  reviewed  b 

in  which  event  you  will  be  promptly  advised. 

Very  truly,  yours, 

(Signed)  R.  A.  Baujs 

Mr.  Mules  0.  Moore, 

Walla  Walla,  Wa*h. 

Do  nut  those  letters  indicate  that   Mr,  Secretary  Balli 
having  as  much  trouble  on  the  other  side  with  those  peo 
was  having  on  yi>ur  side  ? 
Mr.  Glavis,  I  do  not  know. 
The  Chairman.  What  waa  the  answer? 
Mr.  Brandeis.  He  just  begun. 
Mr.  Glavis,  I  just  began.     It  looks  that  way, 
Mr/*  Yertkeeb,  Well,  we  will  pass  from  that  to   anoth 
You  stated  when  you  were  enumerating  things  that  looked  s 
to  you  that  Secretary  Ballinger  did  indirectly  control  the  c 
Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir- 
Mr.  Bbaxdeis.  Now,  how  did  he  indirectly  control  the  i 

Mr.  Glavis*  What  indicates  this,  I  think,  is  the  fact 

Mr.  Yertrees.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  instead  of  shoi 
him— I  should  have  put  it  this  way:  What  fact,  what  act  t 
could  put  your  finger  on  that  tends  to  show  he  indirectly 
the  control  of  the  Cfl 

Mr.  Glavis,  His  being  consulted  on  the  case.     It  appears 
letter  of  July  17th.  at  page  244,  that  Mr,  Dennett  and  Mr. 
conferred  in  regarcl  to  the  matter  relative  to  the  cases. 
The  Chairman.  Which  telegram  do  you  refer  to  i 
Mr,  Glavis.  That  is  the  one,  number  21,  at  the  bottom  of 
It  appears  from  that  telegram  also  that  Mr.  Schwartz  tl 
necessary  to  confer  with  Mr.  Dennett  about  continuing  tl 
'"  Bn  there  is  a  telegram  on  page  260  on  top  of  the  page,  whic 
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Mr.  Schwartz  that  Secretary  Ballinger  desires  to  refrain  from  any 
action  which  would  indicate  that  Mr.  Schwartz  thought  he  probably 
should  be  consulted  before  continuing. 

The  Chairman.  Read  that  telegram,  Mr.  Glavis;  it  is  very  short. 

Mr.  Glavis  (reading) : 

Secretary  desires  to  refrain  from  any  action  in  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  cases.  I 
authorize  you  to  recommend  to  Acting  Secretary  Pierce  to  acquiesce  in  request  of 
Forestry  not  to  set  cases  for  hearing  immediately. 

It  is  not  from  that  telegram  alone,  Mr.  Chairman;  but  taking  it  in 
connection  with  the  telegram  of  July  17,  on  page  244,  in  which  Mr. 
Dennett  advising  telegraphing  Schwartz,  giving  him  the  authority 
to  delay,  and  the  fact  that  on  page  260  is  the  telegram  of  July  23 
that  the  Acting  Secretary  was  to  recommend  to  the  Forestry  not  to 
push  the  cases,  it  would  show  the  Interior  Department  was  directing 
the  work. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Glavis,  those  telegrams  simply  go  to  show 
that  he  authorized  a  delay  to  be  made  in  the  hearing,  but  it  didn't 
indicate,  or  in  any  other  way  meddle  in  the  matter;  simply  granted 
his  request  for  a  postponement;  isn't  that  true?  Those  two  tele- 
grams on  page  244  and  page  260. 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  you  will  allow  me,  I  think  I  can 
bring  that  out  clearly. 

The  Chairman,  very  well.    Go  ahead. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  have  stated,  when  asked  to  put 
your  fineer  on  an  official  act  which  showed  that  he  was  indirectly 
acting  when  he  said  that  he  did  not,  or  would  not  act  officially,  and 
you  put  your  finger  on  those  telegrams.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  if  this 
is  not  what  those  telegrams  show?  First,  on  the  16th  of  July  you, 
yourself,  conferred  with  him  on  the  subject,  and  that  while  he  gave 
you  no  orders,  he  suggested  that  you  wire  into  Washington  to  the 
department  and  ask  them  whether  or  not,  when  they  made  the  order 
they  had  made  on  you,  they  had  your  reports  of  July  8  and  your 
telegram  of  July  6,  and  you  have  stated  to  this  committee,  haven't 
you,  that  that  suggestion  was  entirely  in  the  interest  of  what  you 
wanted  done  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  the  very  next  day,  the  telegram  to  which 
you  refer  from  Mr.  Dennett  to  Mr.  Ballinger  says  to  Mr.  Ballinger 
that  he  advised  telegraphing  Schwartz  authorizing  him  to  delay 
issuing  notices  in  important  cases.  Now,  in  response  to  that  tele- 
gram did  not  Mr.  Ballinger  reply  ? 

Considering  my  pereonal  reluctance  to  direct  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  cases,  you 
should  make  necessary  directions  to  Schwartz. 

That  is  on  page  259. 

Now,  do  you  think  in  showing  that,  while  Mr.  Dennett  did  call 
on  him  and  was  advised  that  such  and  such  an  order  be  made., 
Mr.  Ballinger  replied  to  him  in  view  of  his  personal  reluctance  he 
should  not  apply  to  him  at  all,  that  he  should  apply  to  Schwartz  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.   i  es,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Or  rather  he  directed  Schwartz  to  make  the  neces- 
sary directions. 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  it  also  shows  something  further,  Mr.  Vertrees. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  what  further  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  shows  that  Mr.  Dennett,  who  was  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office,  and  who  had  full  charge  as  to  postponing 
the  hearings  without  consulting  Ballinger,  had  consulted  Ballinger, 
as  shown  by  his  telegram  of  July  17,  as  late  as  that,  and  as  the  result 
of  such  a  conference  evidently  he  thought  it  necessary  to  advise 
with  Mr.  Ballinger  and  get  his  authority  to  continue  the  hearings, 
as  shown  by  the  telegram  of  July  17. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Upon  the  contrary,  isn't  that  telegram  in  the  same 
form  as  the  one  he  sends  Schwartz?  He  says  to  Ballinger  on  page 
244  that  he  advised  telegraphing  Schwartz  authorizing  delay  in  the 
issuing  of  notices;  that  is  to  say,  that  he,  the  commissioner,  makes 
that  suggestion  to  his  superior,  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  tne  point  I  want  to  make,  that  Mr.  Ballinger 
wasn't  having  anything  to  do  with  it.  If  it  was  an  ordinary  pro- 
cedure, he  would  take  such  action  without  requiring  the  directions 
of  the  Secretary,  because  such  an  action  is  a  routine  action  on  the 

Eart  of  the  commissioner.  It  does  not  require  the  consent  of  the 
ecretary  to  continue  a  mere  hearing  if  he  wanted  it  continued. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  he  thought  that  way — at  any  rate,  when  he  ap- 
proached him  on  the  subject  ne  refused,  did  he  not,  as  shown  by  the 
telegram  on  page  259,  in  which  he  says:  " Considering  my  personal 
reluctance  to  cfirect  proceedings  in  Alaska  coal  cases,  you  should 
make  necessary  directions  to  Schwartz?" 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  wThat  he  says;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Graham.  Referring  to  that  telegram,  Mr.  Witness,  isn't  it  true 
that  he  specifically  refers  merely  to  the  matter  of  direction  and  has  no 
reference  whatever  to  a  conference  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  It  also — the  statement  "you  should  make 
necessary  directions  to  Schwartz" — is  an  order  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes.  And  isn't  it  true  that  instead  of  doing  that, 
Mr.  Dennett  telegraphs  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  on  page  260,  informing  him 
that  the  Secretary  desires  to  refrain  from  any  action  in  proceedings  in 
the  Alaska  coal  cases,  and  then  authorizes  him  to  recommend  to 
Assistant  Secretary  Pierce  to  acquiesce  in  the  request  of  Forestry 
not  to  set  cases  for  hearing  immediately  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  it  shows  it  calls  Mr.  Schwartz's  attention 
to  that  fact. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  did  not  Mr.  Pierce  then  do  that  as  assistant 
secretary  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Don't  you  know,  when  it  came  to  a  matter  of  opin- 
ion of  the  construction  of  the  act,  all  orders,  and  everything,  that 
Secretary  Ballinger  refused  under  all  circumstances  to  make  a  posi- 
tive order  or  direction  in  respect  to  those  coal  cases  in  any  respect, 
and  if  you  sav  that  isn't  true  I  will  ask  you  to  state  one,  any  one 
instance,  in  which  he  made  an  order  or  gave  a  direction,  as  Secretary, 
to  anybody  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  directed  Mr.  Schwartz  and  me  to  prepare  that 
letter,  for  his  signature,  to  the  Attorney-General,  which  covered 
them  all. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  was  an  official  act  with  respect  to  any  cases, 
so  far  as  that  is  concerned  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  covered  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Of  course  it  covered  all  the  Alaska  coal  cases. 
He  stated  an  abstract  question  to  the  Attorney-General,  didn't  he  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  For  the  construction  of  a  statute,  without  any 
relation,  so  far  as  that  paper  is  concerned,  to  any  case  at  all;  isn't 
that  true  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  But  the  letter  we  prepared  didn't  mention  any  par- 
ticular cases,  but  it  referred  to  all  the  cases;  and  the  proper  con- 
struction of  the  statute  was  very  vital  to  the  determination  of  whether 
or  not  any  of  those  Alaska  coal  claimants  would  get  their  patents. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  on  the  advisability  and  usefulness  of 
correctly  construing  this  statute  or  that  statute,  or  statutes  in  gen- 
eral; I  am  on  the  question  now  of  Secretary  Ballinger's  official  action, 
and  I  call  on  you  again  to  put  your  finger  on  an  act  of  his,  an  official 
act  as  Secretary,  which  you  wish  this  committee  to  understand  as 
proving  to  any  extent  bad  faith  on  his  part  or  improper  conduct. 

Mr.  Glavis.  His  action  in  that  conference,  and  then  his  failure  to 
act  as  the  result  of  that  conference  after  agreeing  to  do  it,  knowing  the 
seriousness  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  on  the  question  where  you  stated  that  he 
indirectly  controlled — that  is  what  I  am  talking  about,  what  his  act 
indicates  that  he  did,  and  you  refer  to  those  telegrams  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Those  telegrams. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  nothing  else  beside  the  telegrams?  Well, 
we  have  gone  over  that. 

Mr.  Graham.  The  question  was  a  very  general  one  and  opened  up 
the  whole  field  again,  it  seemed  to  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  question  was  too  general,  and  I  am  taking  up 
the  subheads  he  gave  a  while  ago;  I  admit  that;  so  I  came  back  to  it 
and  tried  to  correct  it. 

Mr.  Graham.  And  in  doing  it,  did  it  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it 
appear  it  was  the  witness's  Fault  and  not  yours;  that  is  one  of  the 
tnings  I  have  been  disposed  to  complain  about. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  subject  to  correction  if  that  is  true. 

Mr.  James.  This  telegram  of  July  17 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  page  is  that  ? 

Mr.  James.  On  page  244 — directed  to  Mr.  Ballinger,  from  Mr.  Den- 
nett, what  about  that  telegram?  I  will  read  it  in  order  that  you  may 
give  your  opinion:   - 

Advise  telegraphing  Schwartz  authorizing  him  to  delay  issuing  notices  in  important 
cases  subject  to  our  talk  here  until  Sheridan  can  examine  evidence  collected. 

(Signed)  Dennett. 

What  is  there  about  that  that  refers  to  the  Cunningham  cases? 
The  attorney  and  you  both  seem  to  be  of  the  opinion  that  it  refers  to 
the  Cunningham  cases  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  can  explain  that.  It  says  "  delay  issuing  notices  in 
important  cases."  Now,  the  notices  in  the  Alaska  coal  cases  were 
the  only  notices  which  were  about  to  issue,  the  notices  in  the  Cun- 
ningham group.  As  to  what  was  important  cases  will  be  shown  by 
the  Secretary  s  reply,  in  which  he  says  "that  he  desires  to  refrain 
from  acting  in  the" 

Senator  Furcell.  Page  260. 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  not  his  telegram. 
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Senator  Puroell.  Page  64,  I  guess. 

Mr.  James.  If  I  understand  you,  you  say  this  telegram  does  refer 
to  the  Cunningham  group  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Purcell.  Page  259  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  Then  Mr.  Ballinger  says,  " considering  my 
personal  reluctance  to  direct  proceedings  in  the  Alaska  coal  cases, 
you  should  make  necessary  directions  to  Schwartz.  The  only  proceed- 
ing pending  at  that  time,  in  which  the  issuance  of  notices  was  pending, 
were  in  the  Cunningham  cases;  and,  as  I  recall  it,  also  the  letter  that 
Mr.  Dennett  writes  Mr.  Ballinger  on  July  23, 1 909,  on  page  260,  expressly 
states  that  it  is  the  Cunningham  case.  He  says,  '  I  telegraphed  you 
yesterday  advising  authorization  to  Schwartz  not  to  set  the  Cun- 
ningham cases  for  trial  immediately."  That  shows  what  he  meant 
by  those  important  cases. 

Mr.  James.  Now,  then,  does  that  telegram  indicate  from  the  words 
"subject  our  talk  here"  that  they  were  talking  over  this  Cunningham 
case,  if  he  refers  to  the  Cunningham  case  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  would  be  the  only  conclusion  that  I  could  reach 
from  the  telegram;  and  his  letter  confirmed  that  part  of  the  telegram. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  He  talked  with  vou  about  the  Cunningham  cases, 
too,  did  he  not  ?    Or  rather  you  talked  to  him,  did  you  not  * 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  my  questions  are  not  on  whether  or  not 
Mr.  Ballinger  talked  to  you  about  those  cases  on  the  outside,  but 
whether  Mr.  Ballinger,  when  it  came  to  a  auestion  of  official  action, 
ever  assumed — you  stated  he  did  not  directly,  but  you  stated  he  did 
indirectly — ever  assume  indirectly  to  make  an  order  or  give  a  direction 
in  those  cases,  and  I  ask  you  to  put  your  finger  on  that  case — you 
have  given  the  telegrams;  now,  is  there  anything  else? 

Mr.  Madison.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  stated  that  Mr.  Ballinger  made  an 
order  in  the  first  instance  sending  those  questions  to  Mr.  Fierce;  that 
is  true,  isn't  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  I  understood  you  to  say  that;  I  am  simply  asking 
for  information. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  Now,  then,  later  on  these  questions*  did  get  to  the 
Attorney-General,  and  the  Attorney-General  did  render  an  opinion 
upon  the  legal  questions  involved.  Who  made  the  order  or  saw  to  it 
that  those  questions  went  to  the  Attorney-General  for  decision  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Ballinger  told  me  he  did;  he  was  going  to  do  it. 
He  told  me  after  I  had  seen  the  Attorney-General — he  called  me  over 
to  his  office  a  couple  of  days  afterwards  and  said  the  Attorney-General 
had  spoken  to  him,  and  that  he  had  told  him  I  had  spoken  to  him 
about  the  Alaska  coal  cases,  and  he  said,  "  I  am  going  to  send  the 
matter  over  to  him  for  an  opinion." 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Mr.  Glavis,  you  have  examined  this  Senate  docu- 
ment, haven't  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  closely.     I  have  examined  parts  of  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Ijook  at  page  210  and  see  if  you  do  not  see  there  a 
submission  of  that  question  by  Mr.  Frank  Pierce,  First  Assistant  Sec- 
retary, to  the  Attorney-General,  May  26,  1909,  and  not  by  Mr.  Bal- 
linger at  all  ? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  the  letter  is  signed  by  Mr.  Frank  Pierce,  First 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  you  state  Mr.  Ballinger  told  you  he  was 
going  to  do  it,  do  you  mean  that  he  told  you  with  reference  to  this 
ultimate  opinion,  or  in  that  first  conversation,  when  he  said  for  you 
and  Mr.  Schwartz  to  get  together  and  draw  up  a  statement  of  the  case 
that  you  wanted  the  Attorney-General's  opinion  on? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  he  said  it  both  times.  He  said  it  the  first 
time,  and  then  he  didn't  do  it.  Then  I  went  to  the  Attorney-General, 
and  within  a  day  or  two  after  I  had  seen  the  Attorney-General 
he  told  me  the  Attorney-General  had  told  him  I  had  been  to  see  him 
about  the  cases,  and  he  was  preparing  then,  he  said,  to  send  the 
case — a  letter  over  to  the  Attorney-General  asking  for  an  opinion. 

Mr.  Madison.  Now,  Mr.  Glavis,  turn  to  page  204  of  the  list.  Have 
you  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  There  is  a  letter  there  from  Secretary  Ballinger  to 
Miles  C.  Moore,  and  it  was  because  of  the  last  paragraph  of  that 
letter  that  I  asked  you  the  question  I  did,  as  to  whether  or  not  Secre- 
tary Ballinger  was  responsible  for  this  matter  going  to  the  Attorney- 
General,  beginning  with  the  words  "  I  believe,"  just  read,  that 

Mr.  Glavis  (reads) : 

I  believe  your  criticisms  are  unwarranted,  but  have  myself  taken  this  matter  up 
with  the  President  and  the  Attorney-General,  so  that  the  action  of  this  department 
will  probably  be  reviewed  by  the  latter,  in  which  event  you  will  be  promptly  advised. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  There  is  a  statement  there  that  he  will  take  the 
matter  up  with  them,  but  the  question  is 

Mr.  Glavis.  He  says  here  that  he  had  taken  it  up. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Take  up  the  matter,  this  general  matter,  but  the 
question  of  the  statement  of  the  case,  when  it  came  to  doing  that,  did 
ne  not  give  that  over  to  Mr.  Pierce  as  he  had  throughout? 

Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  evident — when  it  came  to  the  signing  of  the 
name  officially,  he  had  that  done  by  his  assistant. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Doesn't  Mr.  Pierce's  opinion  contain  the  four 
questions  that  were  submitted  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  Mr.  Glavis,  I  would  like  to  ask  you  a  question.  You 
drafted,  or  took  part  in  drafting,  the  proposed  letter  to  the  Attorney- 
General  asking  for  an  opinion  f 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  After  having  a  conference  with  Secret  aiy  Ballinger? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Root.  What  did  you  do  with  that  paper  when  the  drafting 
was  completed  * 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  had  it  either  taken  or  sent  over,  or  I  took  it  over 
myself. 

Senator  Root.  What  did  you  do  with  the  paper  itself;  did  you  mail 
it  or  hand  it  to  somebody  or  put  it  somewhere  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  took  it  over  to  the  Secretary's  office,  or  sent  it 
over.     I  don't  recollect  which  I  did,  definitely. 

Senator  Root.  If  you  took  it  over  to  the  Secretary's  office,  do  you 
remember  handing  it  to  anyone  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  If  I  took  it  over,  I  handed  it  to  Mr.  Carr,  his  private 
secretary;  but  I  am  not  sure' whether  I  took  it  over  or  not. 
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Senator  Root.  And  if  you  sent  it  over,  how  did  you  send  it;  have 
you  any  recollection  at  ail  on  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No  sir;  I  haven't.  That  is  what  makes  me  think  that 
I  must  have  taken  it  over  myself.  It  seems  to  me  I  would  have 
remembered  having  sent  it  by  messenger,  I  think,  if  I  had  sent  it  by 
a  messenger;  but  I  either  sent  it  by  a  messenger  or  took  it  myself,  1 
think. 

Senator  Root.  So  that  you  don't  personally  know  into  whose  hands 
the  paper  went? 

Air.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Madison.  Well,  that  was  the  first  letter  that  went  to  the 
Attorney-General,  or  was  to  go  to  the  Attornev-General,  but  didn't 

go? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  And  turned  up  in  the  hands — I  don't  mean  to  use 
that  expression — but,  in  fact,  reached  Mr.  Pierce,  and  Mr.  Pierce  ren- 
dered tne  decision  instead  of  the  Attorney-General  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  It  is  that  letter  vou  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  but  Mr.  tierce  told  me 

Mr.  Madison.  In  a  subsequent  letter  or  communication  that  went 
to  General  Wickersham,  some  time  in  the  latter  part  of  May,  1909 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  I  didn't  have  anything  to  do  with  the  fram- 
ing of  this  letter,  except  I  noticed  that  they  used  the  four  statements 
we  used  in  the  other  letter.  I  don't  know  whether  any  other  part 
of  it  is  similar  or  not. 

Mr.  Madison.  Where  is  that  letter? 

Mr.  Glavis.  It  is  on  page  210  of  Senate  document. 

Mr.  Graham.  A  letter  to  the  Attorney-General? 

Mr.  Madison.  Yes,  sir.     It  is  on  page  210  of  the  list. 

Mr.  Graham.  Marginal  page  210  of  the  list? 

Mr.  Madison.  Yes. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Who  was  present,  Mr.  Glavis,  at  the  interview 
when  the  letter  was  directed  to  be  framed  up  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Schwartz,  Mr.  Dennett,  and  Mr.  Ballinger,  and 
myself.  Mr.  Carr,  Secretary  Ballinger's  private  secretary,  was  in 
the  room  at  the  time,  but  at  a  desk  away,  quite  a  ways  from  the 
Secretary's  desk. 

Mr.  vertrees.  You  and  Mr.  Schwartz  called  for  a  conference, 
did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  For  the  purpose  of  getting  an  opinion  as  to  the 
proper  construction  of  the  act,  which  had  not  been  construed  by  the 
courts ;  was  not  that  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  brought  it  to  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
and  he  said  he  thought  that  was  proper  too,  did  he  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  we  didn't  bring  it — I  think  Mr.  Dennett  ar- 
ranged the  appointment  with  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  But  it  was  at  the  instance  of  yourself  and  Mr. 
Schwartz  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.  I  wanted  to  know  how  they  were  going  to 
construe  it. 

Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


INVESTIGATION  INTERIOR  DJBPT.  AND  BUREAU  OF  FORESTRY.     757 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  appointment  was  arranged,  you  all  got  there, 
and  the  Secretary  told  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz  to  draw  up  a  statement 
of  the  cases  you  wanted  an  opinion  on? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  left  the  building  then  and  went  elsewhere  to 
do  that,  didn't  you  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir.     Oh,  no;  I  didn't  leave  right  away  then. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  I  am  getting  at  is,  did  you  sit  right  down 
then  and  draw  it  there,  or  go  away  and  draw  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  didn't  draw  it  until  late  that  afternoon. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  That  is  what  I  mean;  you  left  the  building  and 
went  elsewhere  and  drew  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Where  did  you  go  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  it  was  drawn — where  I  went  when  it  was 
drawn — or  where  I  went  right  after  the  conference  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  mean  when  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz  drew  it,  where 
did  you  go  to  draw  it  ?    That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at. 

Mr.  Glavis.  We  drew  it  up  in  his  office,  in  the  General  Land  Office. 
He  went  away  that  afternoon — he  dictated  it  and  it  hadn't  been 
written  when  he  left,  I  don't  think,  and  then  the  next  morning  I 
read  it  over  and  I  inserted  that  question  No,  4. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  wait  a  moment  before  you  get  to  that.  Mr. 
Schwartz's  office  is  across  the  street  from  the  Secretary's  office,  isn't 
it,  in  another  building0 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  So,  you  went  to  see  the  Secretary  in  his  building, 
at  his  office,  and  after  receiving  instructions  for  you  and  Mr.  Schwartz 
to  go  draw  up  such  a  paper  as  you  wanted,  you  left  there  and  went 
back  to  Mr.  Schwartz's  office  in  another  building  across  the  street, 
and  there  Mr.  Schwartz  dictated  the  statement,  and  left  the  city,  you 
say? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  he  left  that  afternoon,  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Then  you  took  it  up  yourself,  later? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Not  then.  It  was  written  as  he  dictated  it  and  the 
next  morning  I  changed  that  by  adding — I  didn't  change  what  he 
wrote — but  I  added  this  other  paragraph,  No.  4. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  And  then  it  was  rewritten. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  What  did  you  do  with  it  then  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  After  it  was  rewritten  ?  As  I  stated  to  Senator  Root, 
I  can  not  recall  whether  I  took  it  over  myself  or  whether  I  sent  it 
over  by  a  messenger. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  not  send  it  by  a  messenger,  and  isn't  that 
the  fact  of  the  case? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  don't  recall  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  do  not  know  and  you  can  not  make  a  state- 
ment on  that  point;  is  that  so? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  It  seems  to  me  I  took  it  over  and  handed  it 
to  Mr.  Carr,  but  I  am  not  sure  about  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Do  you  mean  to  say  your  best  recollection  is  that 
you  handed  it  to  Mr.  Carr? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  am  not  sure;  but  I  don't  remember  sending  any- 
thing over  by  a  messenger;  I  am  not  sure  about  that  at  all. 
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Mr.  Vbrtrees.  At  any  rate  you  have  no  recollection  o 
it  to  anyone 

Mr.  Gi*avis,  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Vbrtrees.  What  next  do  you  know  about  it? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Thejiext  thing  I  know  about  it,  on  the  19t 
the  next  day,  1  think,  after  I  took  it  over  there,  Mr.  Piatt 
me  and  stated  that  the  Secretary  had  turned  the  letter  o^ 
and  had  asked  him  to  render  an  opinion  on  it. 

Mr\  Vertrees.  Mr,  Pierce  told  you  that  I 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well  then,  what  next  I 

Mr.  Glavib.  About  the  letter? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Let  me  understand  that — you  say  you  , 
to  Mr.  Pierce,  the  First  Assistant  Secretary, and  he  tohl  you  t 
tary  BaLhnger  had  turned  it  over  to  him! 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  said  he  didn't  want  to  have  anytl 
with  it — that  the  Secretary  didn't  want  to  have  any  tiling  t 
it  owing  to  his  connection,  his  past  connection,  as  attorney 
of  the  rlii una i its. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  call  your  attention  to  a  statement  on 
of  the  Senate  document,  a  statement  of  Mr.  First  Assist* 
(reads) : 

This  paper  was  sent  over  to  the  department  and  turned  over  to  the 
assistant  attorney -general  for  the  department.  Mr.  F.  W.  Clements,  fi 
nifv,  wu  thru  acting  as  assistant  attorney-general,  in  the  absence 
Lawler,  the  assistant  attorney-general  for  the  Interior  Department, 
was  then  in  California.  Mr.  Clements  and  Mr,  Finney  prepared  the  pap 
19th  day  of  May,  placing  a  construction  upon  the  act  of  May  28 T 1908.  Mi 
present  at  the  time  this  paper  was  prepared. 

When  thie  decision  of  Mav  19T  1909,  had  been  prepared,  it  was  pftMOtf 
adoption  and  ■jgMtttfte  in  the  regular  course  of  business,  I  attack  heret 
press  copy  of  this  paper  (pp.  93-&4),  from  which  it  will  be  seen  that  it  w 
for  the  signature  of  the  Ftrst  Assistant  Secretary.  Matters  coming  to  the 
office  from  the  General  Land  nifice  were  regularly  assigned  to  me  by  g 
made  by  the  Secretary  March  15,  1909  (copy  attached,  p.  95  >t  and  thia  I  *  -  r  I 
came  to  me  for  consideration  in  the  regular  course  of  business.  When  t 
draft  was  presented  to  me,  both  Mr,  Clements  and  Mr,  Finney  were  prea 
down  the  sia Lutes t  read  them  overt  examined  the  opinion,  ano"  staled  to  t 
men  that  it  seemed  to  me  that  the  opinion  was  sound,  and  then  signed  i\ 
not  ice  that  the  press  copy  which  I  nave  annexed  has  a  copy  of  the  wri 
"F.  W.  C.1P  {Mr  Clements)  and  ,LE,  C.  P."  (Mr.  Finney)  on  it. 
framing  the  letter.  At  the  time  it  was  presented  for  signature  the  Cunninj 
were  not  mentioned,  neither  were  they  in  my  mind.  We  were  const rui 
without  reference  to  in  <        The  original  was  transmitted  in  re 

of  business  to  the  General  Land  Office. 

Now,  he  states  there  yon  were  present. at  the  time  that 
prepare*!  ? 

Mr.  (Jlavis.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  At  the  time  Mr.  Clements  and  Mr.  Fir 
drawing  it  up;  is  that  correct  t 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Did  you  then  make  any  complaint  or  i 
to  either  of  those  gentlemen  that  you  were  surprised  that  1 
was  being  considered  hv  the  law  officers  of  that  depart  inn 
of  the  Attorney-General? 

Mr.  Glavls,  Xo,  sir;  because  Mr*  Pieree  hud  already  U 
the  change  of  decision  relative  to  that, 

Mr.  Verthees.  Did  he  tell  you  that  the  Secretary  had  $ 
him? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  Had  handed  him  the  paper  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertbees.  Mr.  Pierce  told  you  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  Don't  you  know  it  never  came  to  Mr.  Pierce  at  all. 
that  it  was  sent  by  messenger  to  Mr.  Finney  and  handled  by  him,  ana 
that  it  came  into  the  office  that  way? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  And  it  came  from  those  subordinate  officers  to  Mr. 
Pierce  and  that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  until  it  was  brought  to 
him;  do  you  not  know  that  to  Be  the  truth  of  this  matter,  Mr.  Glavis  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  and  I  don't  believe  it  to  be  so  either. 

Mr.  Madison.  Why  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Because  I  believe  Mr.  Pierce  was  telling  me  the  truth 
then. 

Mr.  Vebtrees.  Didn't  he  talk  with  you  about  the  general  Alaska 
situation  and  say  that  that  had  been  turned  over  to  him,  and  not  this 
matter  at  all;  wasn't  that  what  Mr.  Pierce  was  talking  about? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir:  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Well,  you  have  stated  you  went  to  meet  Mr. 
Pinchot  and  Governor  Pardee  at  Spokane,  or  did  go  to  meet  Mr. 
Pinchot;  that  is  the  better  way  to  put  it;  didn't  you  make  that 
statement  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  did  you  go  there? 

Mr.  Glavis.  To  Spokane? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  got  there  about — some  time  in  the  early  part  of 
August.  I  met  Mr.  Pinchot  there  about  two  or  three  days  after- 
wards. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  time  would  you  fix  as  the  time  of  your 
arrival  at  Spokane  ? 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Did  he  say  he  went  there  to  meet  Mr.  Pinchot,  or 
that  he  went  there  and  met  Mr.  Pinchot? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  am  not  sure;  whichever  he  says. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Anyway,  I  meant  I  went  there  and  met  him  because 
I  didn't  go  to  Spokane  especially  to  see  him. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  When  is  the  date  I  am  on — the  time  is  what — 
what  time  in  August  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  I  can  fix  it  this  way;  that  it  was  the  first  day  of 
the  irrigation  meeting,  I  think  it  was,  that  I  saw  Mr.  Pinchot — the 
first  day  of  the  irrigation  congress  in  Spokane,  whatever  date  that 
was.  I  think  it  was  the  first  lew  days  in  August;  anyway  from  the 
1st  to  the  10th  of  August. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  on  page  283  of  the  record  of  the  evidence, 
Mr.  Glavis 

Mr.  Glavis.  283? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes.  List  of  orders  I  should  say,  on  page  283  of  the 
list,  at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  I  find — this  appears  to  be  a  daily 
report  of  yours  for  August  9,  1909. 

Monday,  August  9,  1909.  Locality:  Spokane,  Wash.  Services:  Conferred  with 
Hon.  G.  F.  Pinchot  in  re  coal  cases. 
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Now,  when  did  you  say  you  arrived  the 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  I  recall,  1  arrived  there  Friday  or  Saturday 
6  or  7. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  did  you  go  there  for? 

Mr,  Glavis,   1   had  some  coal  claimants  there  to  560- 
to  i 


>  go  UP  QOrtb  from  Spokane. 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  you  - 
Mr.  Glavis.  Let  me  finish. 


Up  near  the  Canadian  line;  I 
was  a  town  called  Republic,  or  one  of  the  towns  up  in  the  nor 
some  coal  claimant*  were  residing,  and  1  wanted  to  go  up  then 
them , 

Mr.  Vertrees,  Were  you  expecting  to  meet  Mr.  Pinchot 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  understood  he  was  coming,  and  I  wanted  k 
also;  yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Vertrees.   How  did  you  understand  he  was  coming f 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  it  was  in  the  newspaper  accounts;  i 
;  the  country  who  was  going  to  speak  there,  and  when  t 
going  to  speak. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  had  no  communication  with  him  noi 
you  in  reference  to  your  meeting  there  Ti 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  was  purely  accidental' 

Mr.  Glavis.  No;  I  wanted  to  see  him.  It  was  purely  a 
on  his  part,  I  suppose;  but  so  far  as  my  part  is  concerned  1  w 
meet  him. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Purely  accidental  on  his  part  1 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yest  sir;  unless  he  knew  I  was  going  to  be  t\ 

Mr   Vertrees,  You  sent  him  word  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir.  Allen  was  going  over  to  Portland  U 
speech  there,  and  I  told  him  I  was  going  there,  too, 

Mr.  Yehtreek.  Had  you  not   been  in  communication 
Forestry  people  before  that  about  these  coal  cases? 

Mr  Ola  Vis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  On  July  16  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Look  at  page  670  of  the  evidence.  Did 
make  this  suggestion  to  these  people  when  you  were  spe 
them  about  these  coal  cases: 

Another  point  involved,  to  which  your  attention  ui  called,  is  that 
has  been  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  entry.     Therefore,  should  these  filii 
celedf  there  wou  1  d  be  no  opportu  n  tier  filings  to  be  made .    T I 

the  Forest  Service  to  secure  cortftis  legislation  which  would  enable  it  to 
output  of  coat  in  a  similar  manner  to  I  hat  which  they  are  now  disposing  "f  i 

Mr,  Glavis,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  was  that  matter  discussed  between 
Mr.  Pinehot  when  you  met  him  at  Seattle  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  that  feature  of  it ■? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes,  sir;  that  feature,  the  Forestry  Servk 

Mr.  Braxdeis.  You  said  in  Seattle.     Did  you  mean  that 

Mr.  Vertrees.  I  meant  Spokane, 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  so.     I  am  pretty  posii 

Mr.  Vertrees.  What  was  discussed? 

Mr.  Glavis.  When  T  met  Mr.  Pinehot  there  he  had  heard 
office  about,  my  request  of  the  Forest  Service  to  intervene,  a 
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before  him  the  facts  that  I  had  there,  and  we  went  over  it  together, 
and  he  called  in  Mr.  Pardee,  because  Mr.  Pardee 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Who  called  in  Mr.  Pardee  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Pinchot  asked  me  whether  I  would  mind  telling 
ex-Governor  Pardee  what  I  had  stated  to  him,  and  I  said,  "No,  I  did 
not,"  and  he  called  him  into  the  room  and  we  went  over  it,  and  went 
over  it  more  thoroughly  than  I  did  in  the  first  instance  with  Mr. 
Pinchot. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  say  you  went  over  it.  Do  you  mean  those 
things  you  have  stated  here  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  I  do  not  remember  some  of  them  but  I  had 
the  instructions  and  the  reports  and  evidence  of  that  character — 
I  had  all  that,  which  I  showed  him. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  At  that  time,  Mr.  Glavis,  everything  that  you  had 
wanted  in  every  way  had  been  granted,  had  it  not? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  And  your  relations  with  Mr.  Schwartz,  all  of  them, 
were  friendly,  so  far  as  you  know,  were  they  not  \ 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir." 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  had  granted  everything  which  you  had 
wished  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  then,  what  was  there  to  be  done  in  the  way 
of  presenting  this  question  that  you  have  presented,  and  that  you 
presented  to  Mr.  Pinchot?  Why  was  that  necessary  to  be  done  in 
order  to  protect  the  land  that  tlie  Forester  should  intervene?  Their 
request  had  been  granted,  and  the  manner  in  which  you  wranted  the 
evidence  taken  down  had  been  agreed  upon  and  ordered. 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  thought  in  view  of  the  fact  and  the  difficulties  that 
it  was  necessary  to  get  this  brought  about,  and  the  action  and  the 
letters  that  Mr.  Dennett  had  written,  and  the  action  throughout  the 
whole  proceedings,  that  it  would  only  be  a  matter  of  a  little  more 
time  wnen  the  cases  would  come  up  for  hearing  again,  and  they  would 
have  to  be  decided  by  Mr.  Dennett  and  have  to  be  decided  by  Mr. 
Ballinger  s  office,  and  I  thought  their  actions  demonstrated  that  they 
were  not  fit  and  proper  people  to  render  a  decision. 

The  Chairman.  But,  Mr.  Glavis,  did  the  Forestry  Bureau  ever 

Eass  upon  it?  Would  they  be  competent  to  decide  those  entries  that 
ad  been  made  in  the  Cunningham  cases  ?  Would  those  cases  ever 
come  before  the  Forestry  Bureau  for  decision  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Could  they  come  before  any  other  tribunal  than 
the  General  Land  Office  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  that  was  the  trouble;  at  the  head  of  those  two 
offices  were  two  men  who  had  taken  such  action 

The  Chairman.  And  you  wanted  them  to  be  decided  by  the 
Forestry  Bureau,  if  possible,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  knew  the  law  as  to  that,  and  knew  it  would 
be  impossible,  but  at  the  head  of  both  the  General  Land  Office  and 
the  Interior  Department  were  men  whom  I  felt  all  the  facts  justified 
me  in  believing  would  not  properly  protect  the  Government's  interest 
when  the  cases  did  come  up  for  hearing. 

Senator  Root.  Mr.  Glavis,  am  I  correct  in  inferring  from  what  you 
have  now  said  that  the  effect  which  you  sought  to  obtain  by  con- 
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suiting  the   Forestry    Bureau   was  the  removal  from  *»flirr 
Dennett  and  Mr.  Ballinger! 

Mr.  Gi  avis  Nil,  sir:  not  that,  I  did  not  know  what  t 
worried  me  and  I  wanted  advice  about  it, 

Mr.  Yrktrees.  What  advice  did  you  get  from  Mr.  Pinehot 

Mr  Glayxb.  That  there  was  only  one  thing  fnr  me  to  do,  i 
was  tci  ^f  to  the  President  with  it, 

Mr  Maihso.v.  Why  did  you  turn  to  Mr.  Pinehot  ?  Wlin 
that  prompted  you  to  do  that — what  was  the  motive  1  Ti 
something  that  prompted  you  to  turn  to  Mr.  Pinehot,    What 

Mr.  Glavls,  Why,  I  had  absolute  faith  in  him*  I  believe* 
absolutely  sincere  and  would  not  rive  rue  any  bad  advice. 
Consulted  with  Mr-  Jloyt  when  I  had  the  benefit  of  his  fr 
and  guidance,  but  I  did  not  have  anybody  else  there  the 
opinion  and  judgment  1  wanted  to  depend  upon  except  hi 

The  Chairman,  Before  you  met  Mr.  Pinehot  had  not  the 
jnent  already— had  not  the  General  Land  Office  already  p< 
the  he&ringBj  as  you  requested,  until  the  field  examination  v 
pie  ted  I 

Mr.  Glavls.   Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  They  had  complied  with  your  request? 

Mr,  G  la  vis.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman,  Was  there  any  further  necessity  for  the 
Bureau  to  act  at  that  time,  then  I 

Mr,  Glavis,  No,  sir;  not  right  then  as  to  the  Cunningha 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  apply  to  the  Forestry  Bur< 
if  you  had  got  a  continuance  of  the  hearing  as  requested  an 
thing  had  been  agreed  upon — why  did  you  apply  to  the 
Bureau  ? 

Mr.  Glavls.  I  applied  to  them  to  get  that  done,  and  when- 

The  Chairman.  But  you  had  already  got  it  done  before 
Mr.  Pinehot  at  Spokane. 

Mr.  Glavih,  I  applied  to  them  first.  The  reason  I  aji 
Mr.  Pinehot 

Senator  Pchcell.  Mr.  Chairman,  you  did  not  hear  his 
He  said  these  cases  had  been  continued,  but  he  felt  that  wl 
came  up  again  they  would  be  tried  either  by  Dennett  cw  I' 
and  he  did  not  believe  either  of  them  was  competent  to  di 
them. 

The  Chairman.  Oh. 

Mr.  Glavis,  That  is  what  1  went  to  see  Mr,  Pinehot  abou 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  course  of  procedure  would  have  beei 
refer  it  to  Commissioner  Dennett,  would  it  not  I 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir* 

Mr,  Vertrees.  And  then  if  a  person  was  dissatisfied  w 
decision,  they  would  have  carried  it  from  him  to  the  Sec  re  tar 
wTould  have  passed  on  it  finally  ? 

Mr.  Glavis,  Yes,  sir* 

Senator  Fletcher,  The  ordinary  course  would  have  bet 
it  before  the  local  offioe  1 

Mr,  Glavis,  Yes,  sir;  that  would  have  been  the  ordinan 

Mr,  Vertrees.  This  case  had  already  been  disposed  <>f  I 
as  to  that  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  From  the  decision  of  the  department  ti 

ly  appeal. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  You  have  already  told  the  committee  that  Mr. 
Dennett  had  already  expressed  himself  more  than  once — although 
he  was  to  try  the  case — to  the  effect  that  you  had  proof  enough 
and  that  the  Government  ought  to  win.  You  have  said  that,  have 
you  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  I  said  quite  that. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Had  he  not  said  to  you  more  than  once  that  you 
had  made  out  your  case,  and  that  really  these  letters  that  you  call 
"funny  letters,,  were  not  intended  for  you  at  all;  did  he  not  say  in 
them  that  you  had  made  out  your  case  and  had  put  all  the  lands  up 
there  in  cold  storage,  and  if  Congress  did  not  give  any  relief  he  did  not 
know  what  would  be  done?  In  other  words,  did  he  not  express  him- 
self on  the  proposition,  and  had  not  Secretary  Ballinger  told  you  from 
the  very  beginning,  and  taken  the  position  throughout,  that  he  was 
not  going  to  try  these  cases  or  have  anything  to  do  with  them,  and 
therefore  the  matter  would  come  before  First  Assistant  Secretary 
Pierce? 

Mr.  Graham.  With  regard  to  the  answer  to  that  question,  I  sup- 
pose the  answers  ought  to  be  given  seriatim.  There  are  about  four 
questions  involved  in  that  one,  and  I  think  they  are  all  pretty  impor- 
tant.    Will  you  please  read  it,  Mr.  Reporter  ? 

The  reporter  read  as  follows: 

Had  he  not  stated  to  you  more  than  once  that  you  had  made  out  your  case  and  really 
these  letters  that  you  call  "funny  letters"  were  not  intended  for  you  at  all 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir;  emphatically  not.  They  were  not  intended 
for  me. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  If  I  may  be  permitted,  I  will  put  that  question  in 
a  different  way.  I  call  your  attention,  Mr.  Glavis,  to  page  48  of 
Senate  Document  No.  248 

Mr.  Graham.  While  you  are  looking  that  up,  for  my  own  informa- 
tion— I  do  not  care  who  gives  it — I  want  to  know  in  case  of  an  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  commissioner,  who  would  have  the  right  to 
take  an  appeal  beside  the  claimants? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  this  case  the  Forestry  Service  could  take  an  appeal, 
I  think. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  mean  to  say,  Mr.  Glavis,  that  Mr.  Pin- 
chot's  bureau  was  interested  in  these  coal  lands  in  the  forest  survey 
in  Alaska;  in  other  words,  you  were  asked  a  while  ago  what  was  the 
reason  for  your  going  to  Mr.  Pinchot  about  this  matter,  and  you  gave 
as  one  reason  that  you  had  great  confidence  in  him.  Is  it  a  fact  or 
not  that  his  bureau  or  department  was  concerned  with  reference  to 
these  identical  lands  involved  in  the  Cunningham  coal  claims  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  were  in  a  way,  but  my  main  reason, 
I  will  admit,  was  the  fact  that  I  wanted  to  see  what  he  thought  I 
ought  to  do.     I  did  not  know  what  to  do. 

Mr.  Madison.  There  is  only  a  part  of  these  Cunningham  claims 
that  were  in  a  forest  reserve.     That  is  the  idea,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  about  21,  I  think,  in  the  forest  reserve  and 
12  outside. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Had  you  ever  gone  to  Mr.  Pinchot  before  on  any 
question  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Vertrees.  Were  vou  not  aware  at  that  time  that  the  rela- 
tions between  the  two  offices,  the  Bureau  of  Forestry  and  the  Land 
Office,  were  considerably  strained  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Had  you  not  received  a  letter  on  the  1st  of  July 
notifying  you  that  very  soon  somebody  would  take  charge  in  your 
place 4 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  From  whom  did  you  learn  that  the  relations 
between  the  two  departments  or  bureaus  were  so  strained  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  I  do  not  know;  I  just  knew  it. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Everybody  knew  it,  did  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  I  think  they  did;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  is  a  kind  of  chronic  condition  between  the 
bureaus  and  departments,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well,  not  in  some  departments — some  bureaus. 

Mr.  Madison.  It  is  a  very  common  thing;  you  understand,  do 
you,  that  there  is  rivalry  and  enmity  between  bureaus  and  between 
departments  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  we  used  to  have  that  feeling,  and  some 
toward  the  "Department  of  Justice,  too,  in  our  work;  we  were  hand- 
ling their  work. 

Mr.  Madison.  Once  in  a  while  the  Department  of  Justice  would 
send  secret-service  men  up  there,  would  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  they  started  in  that  way,  but  we  finally 
handled  it. 

The  Chairman.  You  finally  drove  them  out  of  the  field — your 
f  orce  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Ye  tried  to. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  say  your  people  drove  them  out,  Mr.  Glavis? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Well.  I  do  not  know  that  we  drove  them  out. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  They  got  out,  did  they  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  it  was  in  the  light  of  that  situation  that  you 
made  the  suggestion  in  your  letter  of  July  16  to  Mr.  Shaw,  of  the  For- 
estry Office,  that  "another  point  involved,  to  which  your  attention 
is  called,  is  that  the  entire  field  has  been  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
entry/'  therefore,  those  filings  be  canceled;  that  is,  the  Cunningham 
sroup,  the  Alaska  field,  in  fact? 

Mr.  Glavis.  In  that  case  it  means  Alaska. 

Mr.  Vertrees  (reading): 

Therefore,  should  these  filings  be  canceled,  there  would  be  no  opportunity  for  other 
filings  to  be  made.  This  would  enable  the  Forest  Service  to  secure  certain  legislation 
which  would  enable  it  to  control  the  output  of  coal  in  a  similar  manner  to  that  in  which 
they  are  now  disposing  of  the  timber. 

You  weiB  aware  of  the  situation  when  you  wrote  that  letter, 
were  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Glavis.  As  to  the  friendliness  or  unfriendliness? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  had  never  appealed  to  the  Forest 
Service,  I  think,  before;  in  fact  I  have  criticised  them  a  great  deal, 
and  we  used  to  oppose  them  in  lots  of  things. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  You  never  conferred  with  Mr.  Pinchot  on  any 
question  before  this  one,  on  which  you  at  this  time  consulted  him? 
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Mr.  Glavis.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now  we  will  go  back  to  your  distrust  of  Mr.  Den- 
nett. Look  at  page  48  of  the  Senate  document,  and  there  you  will 
find  a  letter  dated  July  23  from  Mr.  Dennett  and  there  you  will  find 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Fred  Dennett  to  the  Secretary  in  which  he  tells  the 
Secretary,  does  he  not: 

Both  Schwartz  and  myself  were  of  the  opinion  that  he  could  go  to  trial  on  the 
evidence  already  obtained— 

Having  also  previously  stated  with  reference  to  him — 

Davis  seems  to  expect  a  showing  upon  the  field  which  would  indicate  that  all 
development*  have  been  done  with  the  evident  purpose  of  advancing  a  single  inter- 
est, lie  also  desires  to  find  out  in  what  manner  the  employees  were  paid  and  infor- 
mation of  this  kind? 

Adding  again,  what  I  have  just  read — 

Both  Schwartz  and  myself  were  of  the  opinion  that  he  could  go  to  trial  on  the  evi- 
dence already  obtained . 

.Mr.  Madison.  What  is  the  question  based  on  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  The  question  was  going  back  to  it,  as  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  information  that  Mr.  Dennett  had.  He  said  he  had 
been  distrustful  of  Mr.  Dennett.  Does  it  not  show  that  such  was 
Mr.  Dennetts  view  as  I  have  already  inquired  about,  and  which  you 
said  you  did  not  recall  with  distinctness  ? 

The  Chairman.  What  page  is  that,  Mr.  Vertrees  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  page  48  of  the  Senate  document. 

Mr.  Graham.  Exhibit  15,  at  the  bottom  of  the  page. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Do  you  mean  Mr.  Dennett's  view  relative  to  my  going 
ahead  with  my  case  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No;  his  view  of  your  success,  not  as  to  the  manner 
in  which,  but  as  to  what  you  had  accomplished,  what  you  had  done. 

Mr.  Madison.  It  says: 

Both  Schwartz  and  myself  were  of  the  opinion  that  he  could  go  to  trial  on  the  evi- 
dence already  obtained. 

That  is  the  particular  sentence. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Mr.  Vertrees  said  that  was  not. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  No,  I  said  that  was. 

Mr.  Glavis.  Pardon  me.  That  is  his  view  as  expressed  to  the 
Secretary,  but  I  think  another  part  of  this  record  discloses  that  he 
was  not  sure  whether  I  had  spoken  to  him  or  not  about  the  field 
examination. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Vertrees.  It  is  July  23. 

Mr.  Madison.  That  is  another  matter,  Mr.  Glavis.  That  is  not 
what  he  is  asking  you  about. 

The  reporter  read  the  last  question,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Brandeis.  No;  his  view  of  your  success,  not  as  to  the  manner  in  which,  but 
as  to  what  you  had  accomplished,  what  you  had  done. 

Mr.  Brandeis.  Do  you  mean  Mr.. Dennett's  view  of  the  case  was 
that  it  was  a  strong  case  and  he  was  short  of  wind  ? 
Mr.  Vertrees.  Yes. 
Mr.  Glavis.  Oh,  yes;  that  seemed  to  be  the  view. 
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Mr.  Vektkees.  Look  at  rags  18  erf  Senate  docuinen 
find  another  letter  from  Mr.  Dfinnett,  commissioner,  to 
dated  July  22,  dated  at  Seattle,  in  which  he  says: 

I  will  wait  here  until  Sheridan  arrives  Wired  you  UlM  mornim 
also  wired  Batlinger  in  accordance  with  V'>1ir  decision.  The  little 
to  have  arisen.  Bhftftdil)  is  a  forst-clas?*  man  and  probably  hat:  hac 
in  \t\  in^  coal  cases  than  anyone  iu  the  ien  i*  e.  The  v 
Sheridan  think*  more  time  necessary  wf  will  have  toprant  it,  but  i 
November  is  putting  the  matter  off  rather  lung.  If  tin 
the  nrw  l.nv  1  mrala  not  ny  that,  but  u  th<  >  ;ir<-  trying  to  come 
have  elected  U)  stand  without  an)  hope,  intt  receiving  any  c< 
litw  should  be  changed. 

Senator  PrjBCSSLL.  When  they  speak  of  judge  in  Lb 
mean  the  Secretary,  do  tin 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Ymf  BIT-  Now  look  on  page  4*1  nn< 
not — — 

Mr.  (iLAvi.s.  Is  there  any  question  I 

Mr,  Vertrees.  Yes;  I  asked  you  if  you  clici  not  wri 
tin; 

Mr.  Glavis,  Ym.  sir. 

Mr.  Vertrees.  Now,  on  page  49t  is  there  another  1 
Dennett,  commissioner,  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  which  contui 

Sheridan  has  taken  charge  of  the  Cunningham  caees,  and  impm 
ably+  I  think  he  can  handle  it  against  any  rival  they  may  bnng  ] 
reel  of  the  Aalaka  cases  are  in  a  bad  mesa.  Mavis  is  very  much  enth 
si  lion  of  canceling  them  all  and  getting  the  lands  hack  in  eoW  pi 
just  about  what  will  happen  unless  Congress  help*  out. 

Senator  Flint,  Mr,  Chairman,  it  is  now  5  o'clock, 
some  matters  that  the  members  of  ihe  committee  wouh 
to;  I  suggest  that  we  adjourn, 

(The  record  will  show  the  following  calls  for  doGQ 

Messrs,  Vcrtrecs  and   Knseh;) 

w  ASHING 

The  committee  if  requested  to  cull  upon  Un   Bureau  of  Fon 

letters  and  paper?  relating  to  Alaska  coil  rfainin  furnished  it  h\  til; 

t  'ah 

The  Ciiaihua.v  The  record  will  also  show  the  foil* 
documents  made  hv  the  commit roe; 


ON   THE    SECRETARY    OV  THK   I  STEM  In  M. 


(1)  Original  of  affidavit  of  L.  R.  tilavis  dated  Sepieinln-.r,  l!>i>!i, 
in  Seattle  land  office,  relating  to  conversation  of  Glavis  with  D©J 
in  tv  faulura  of  Preaideal  Tai't  to  appoint  Mr, Garfield  a  member  of  I 

Knui 


ON   THE    POHKflTKM. 

I  -V 

Sir.  In  his  testimony  before  Ihe  joint  committee  of  Con 
Interior  Department  and   Forestry  Bureau   •  L.   R.  Gla 

affidavit  made  by  him  in  September,  1909,  touching  a  con  versa 
Donald  A.  McKenzie  and  himself  In  regard  to  the  failure  of  Preside 
Mr.  Garfield  a  member  of  his  To  hi  net.    Mr.  G  la  vie  stated  that  a  co] 
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was  forwarded  by  him  to  the  Forestry  Bureau.    The  committee  wish  to  be  furnished 
with  this  copy  from  your  files,  and  I  ask  that  the  same  be  forwarded  to  the  committee 
at  its  office,  room  210,  Senate  Office  Building,  as  soon  as  possible. 
Very  respectfully, 

Knutb  Nelson, 
Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress. 
The  Forbsteb. 

The  Chairman.  Responses  have  been  received  to  calls  made  by 
the  committee  for  documents  as  follows: 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  February  16,  1910. 
Sir:  In  accordance  with  the  request  contained  in  your  letter  of  January  29, 1910,  I 
have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith: 

(1)  Unsigned  copy  of  interview  of  Watson  Allen  by  Special  Assistant  Attorney 
Hoyt,  dated  March  30,  1907. 

(2)  Letter  of  February  J  0,  1910,  from  Chief  of  Field  Division  Andrew  Christensen, 
addressed  to  Mr.  H.  H.  Schwartz,  transmitting  unsigned  copy  of  interview  above 
mentioned.  I  also  inclose  the  envelope  in  which  the  above-mentioned  papers  were 
forwarded  to  Mr.  Schwartz,  postmarked  "Portland,  Oregon,  February  10,  1910/ '  for 
the  purpose  only  of  showing  that  the  papers  in  question  are  furnished  at  the  earliest 
possible  date. 

Very  respectfully,  R.  A.  Ballinoer, 

Secretary. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress  to  Investigate  the 

Interior  Department  ana  Forestry  Bureau,  Washington,  D.  C. 


The  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  February  16,  1910. 
Sir:  In  further  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  12th  instant,  requesting  certain  docu- 
ments, reports,  correspondence,  etc.,  on  the  files  of  this  department,  I  have  the  honor 
to  submit  herewith  the  third  installment  of  documents  requested,  which  are  enum- 
erated as  indicated  in  the  list  which  accompanied  your  letter,  as  follows: 

1.  Letter  of  February  11,  1909,  from  Representative  Mondell  to  Director  Newell, 
of  the  Reclamation  Service,  inclosing  a  letter  from  John  P.  Arnott  relative  to  with- 
drawal of  certain  lands  along  the  Big  Horn  River,  Wyoming. 

Copy  of  letter  of  February  4,  John  P.  Arnott  to  Representative  Mondell,  above 
mentioned. 

Letter,  February  17,  1909,  Supervising  Engineer  Savage  to  Director  of  the  Recla- 
mation Service,  requesting  information  as  to  now  to  answer  inquiries  with  respect  to 
withdrawals  under  section  3  of  the  reclamation  act,  which  were  for  power  conservation. 

Office  copy  of  letter  of  February  17,  1909,  supervising  engineer  Reclamation  Service, 
Helena,  Mont.,  to  register  and  receiver,  Bozemari,  Mont.,  relative  to  application  of 
Carl  Vollmer  to  make  commutation  proof. 

Office  copy  of  letter  of  February  27,  1909,  from  Acting  Director  Bien  to  supervising 
engineer  Reclamation  Service,  Helena,  Mont.,  inclosing  copy  of  letter  of  February 
23,  1909,  from  the  Director  Reclamation  Service  to  Representative  Mondell. 

Carbon  copy  of  letter  of  February  23,  1909,  from  Director  Reclamation  Service  to 
Representative  Mondell,  replying  to  letter  of  February  11,  1909,  from  Mr.  Mondell. 

Letter  of  February  25,  1909,  from  Representative  Mondell  to  Director  Newell,  of 
the  Reclamation  Service,  relating  to  withdrawals  along  Big  Horn  River,  Wyoming, 
together  with  copy  of  letter  addressed  to  Secretary  Garfield  bearing  on  same  subject. 

Office  copy  of  letter  of  March  2,  1909,  from  Secretary  Garfield  to  Representative 
Mondell  in  relation  to  withdrawals  under  section  3  of  the  reclamation  act  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  investigation  of  power  possibilities. 

(The  above  correspondence  was  furnished  by  the  Reclamation  Service.) 

2.  Furnished  February  8.    (See  reference  in  letter  of  February  12,  1909.) 

3.  With  reference  to  No.  3,  the  Director  of  the  Reclamation  Service  under  date  of 
the  15th  instant  reports  that  "copy  of  this  paper  was  not  placed  on  file,  and  was 
probably  destroyed . " 

4.  Letter  of  March  19,  1909,  from  Senator  Heyburn  to  Secretary  Ballinger. 

5.  Copy  of  letter  of  March  20, 1909,  from  Secretary  Ballinger  to  "Senator  Heyburn.     . 
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6.  No  letter  or  other  document  such  as  indicated  has  as  yet  been  located  in  t 
of  the  department. 

7.  Furnished.    (See  reference  in  letter  of  February  12,  1910.) 

8.  Office  copies  of  four  letters  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  Secrc 
Agriculture,  dated  April  13,  1909;  with  related  memoranda,  relative  to  admin  if 
sites  in  national  forests.  (National  Forests— Administrative  Sites — Genera 
2-5,  pt.  1.) 

9.  Furnished.    (See  reference  in  letter  of  February  12,  1910.) 

10.  Not  in  the  files  of  this  department. 

11.  Copy  of  letter  of  June  8, 1909,  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  At' 
General  requesting  an  opinion  in  the  matter  of  administrative-site  withdrawals 
found  in  File  Administrative  Sites— General—  No.  2-5,  part  1,  submitted  herei 
response  to  paragraph  8. 

12.  Office  copy  of  letter  of  March  21,  from  Chief  Engineer  Davis,  of  the  Recla 
Service,  to  Supervising  Engineer  Weymouth. 

13.  Office  copy  of  letter  of  July  10  from  Director  Newell,  of  the  Reclamatioi 
ice,  to  Senator  La  Follette,  and  original  letter  of  July  7,  1909,  from  Senator  1 
lette  to  Director  Newell,  together  with  envelope  marked  "personal,"  in  whi< 
last-mentioned  letter  was  transmitted. 

14.  Not  in  the  possession  of  this  department. 

15.  Presumably  in  the  Forest  Service. 

16.  Furnished  February  12,  1910. 

17.  Furnished  February  12,  1910. 
Very  respectfully, 


Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress,  etc., 

Washington,  D.  C. 


R.  A.  Ballinger,  Seen 


Department  of  Agriculture, 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  16, 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress  to  Investigate  the 

Interior  Department  and  Forestry  Bureau,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  In  compliance  with  your  request  of  the  2d  instant,  I  am  sending  yo 
with  all  papers  in  the  files  of  this  department  received  from  Louis  R.  Glavis  i 
to  the  Alaska  coal  claims.  These  papers  have  been  classified  and  jacketed  as  1 
Jacket  No.  1.  Original  letters:  (1)  Letter  from  Glavis  to  Forester,  dated  Sep 
18,  1909,  transmitting  certain  papers;  (2)  letter  from  Commissioner  Den 
Glavis  relative  to  Alaska  coal  lands;  (3)  letter  from  Arthur  R.  Bowman, 
agent,  General  Land  Office,  to  Glavis  relative  to  Alaska  coal  lands. 

Jacket  No.  2.  Miscellaneous  copies  of  communications  and  blueprints  rela 
the  Alaska  coal  claims. 

Jacket  No.  3.  Miscellaneous  copies  of  affidavits  and  copies  of  correspondenc 
ing  thereto  from  entrymen  in  Alaska  coal  cases. 
Jacket  No.  4.  Copy  of  Mr.  Glavis's  report  to  the  President,  dated  August  11, 
Jacket  No.  5.  Duplicate  copies  of  portions  of  Mr.  Glavis's  report. 
Jacket  No.  6.  List  of  entrymen  in  the  Alaska  coal  field,  furnished  by  Mr.  Gl 
Jacket  No.  7.  Duplicate  copies  of  various  correspondence  and  reports.  (Tb 
duplicates  of  the  correspondence  found  in  jacket  No.  2.) 

Jacket  No.  8.  Two  stenographers'  notebooks  purporting  to  be  the  notes  b] 
Spaulding,  special  agent,  in  taking  dictation  from  Commissioner  Dennet 
Spaulding  was  assigned  to  duty  under  Mr.  Glavis.  These  notebooks  were  fonn< 
Forest  Service  files. 

I  am  informed  by  the  Forest  Service  that  the  above  are  all  the  papers  recei 
the  Forest  Service  from  Mr.  Glavis,  as  shown  by  a  thorough  search  of  the  servi* 
with  the  exception  of  certain  papers  sent  by  Mr.  Glavis  to  the  Forest  Service 
the  service  delivered  to  Mr.  Sheridan  and  to  Mr.  Christensen,  of  the  Genera 
Office.  Lists  of  the  above  papers  will  be  found  in  jacket  No.  2. 
Very  respectfully, 

James  Wilson,  Seer 
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*  The  Secretary  ok  the  Interior, 

Washington,  February  16,  1910. 
Sir:  In  further  reply  to  your  letter  of  January  31,  containing  a  list  (p.  361,  testi- 
mony) of  documents  desired  by  your  committee,  with  respect  to  the  papers  called 
for  by  paragraph  10  of  said  list,  I  have  the  honor  to  say  that  a  careful  and  thorough 
search  throughout  the  files  of  this  department  has  been  made  without  locating  any 
correspondence  whatever  from  Hon.  Wade  Ellis. 

With  regard  to  paragraph  13  of  said  list,  requesting  "list  of  stockholders  of  all  dif- 
ferent companies  holding  Alaska  coal  claims,"  I  have  to  say  that  neither  the  Secretary's 
office  nor  the  General  Land  Office  has  any  information  whatever  along  the  lines 
suggested.  If  the  names  of  the  companies  were  given,  copies  of  their  articles  of  incor- 
poration might  be  obtained  from  the  secretary  of  state  of  the  States  in  which  the 
companies  were  incorporated,  but  otherwise  this  department  has  no  facilities  for 
securing  the  information  desired. 

Very  respectfully,  •  R.  A.  Ballinoer, 

Secretary . 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress  to  Investigate  the 

Interior  Department  and  the  Forestry  Bureau,  Washington,  I).  C. 


United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 

Office  of  the  Solicitor, 
Washington,  7).  C,  February  t,  1910. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  Your  letter  of  February  1,  1910,  addressed  to  the  Forester,  relative  to  an  affi- 
davit mentioned  by  L.  R.  Glavis  in  his  testimony  before  your  committee,  has  been 
referred  to  me  for  attention,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  all  the  papers  in  the  possession 
of  this  department  relative  to  the  matter  before  your  committee  are  in  my  office  for 
use  in  the  preparation  of  a  digest  thereof. 
In  compliance  with  your  request  I  inclose  herewith  the  affidavit  in  question. 
Very  respectfully, 

Geo.  B.  McCabe,  Solicitor. 


Department  of  the  Interior, 

General  Land  Office, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  18,  1910. 
Hon.  Knute  Nelson, 

Chairman  Joint  Committee  of  Congress. 

Sir:  On  February  1,  1910,  the  joint  committee  called  for  "Original  of  affidavit  of 
L.  R.  Glavis,  dated  September,  1909,  now  or  formerly  in  Seattle  Land  Office  relating 
to  conversation  of  Glavis  with  Donald  A.  McKenzie  in  re  failure  of  President  Tart 
to  appoint  Mr.  Garfield  a  member  of  his  Cabinet/' 

In  response  thereto  I  hand  you  herewith  a  letter  from  Chief  of  Field  Division  A. 
Christensen,  dated  February  4, 1910,  inclosing  the  following  exhibits: 

Exhibit  A.  Copy  of  affidavit  as  transcribed  dv  Miss  Shartell  to  whom  the  certificate 
or  affidavit  made  by  Horace  Tillard  Jones  and  L.  R.  Glavis  was  dictated. 

Exhibit  B.  Affidavit  made  by  said  Ella  M.  Shartell  relative  to  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  certificate  or  affidavit  was  dictated  to  her  by  Special  Agent  Jones  and 
L.  R.  Glavis. 

Exhibit  C.  Affidavit  of  Raymond  E.  Gery  concerning  his  knowledge  of  such  an 
affidavit. 

Exhibit  D.  Affidavit  of  Practical  Miner  George  A.  Parks  concerning  his  knowledge 
of  the  existence  of  such  an  affidavit. 

Exhibit  E.  Affidavit  of  A.  Christensen  concerning  his  knowledge  of  the  existence 
of  such  an  affidavit. 
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Exhibit  F.  One  of  the  three  original  affidavits  which  were  made  by  Age 
and  G  la  vis  at  that  time. 

Exhibit  G.  Affidavit  of  Special  Agent  Jones  relative  to  this  affidavit  and  t 
position  made  of  the  two  otners. 

Very  respectfully,  Fred  Dennett,  Commi 

The  Chairman.  If  agreeable  to  counsel,  the  hearing  will 

adjourned. 

(Accordingly,  at  5  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  i 
morrow,  Saturday,  February  19,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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